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Do we then male void the Law throuoh Falth ? God r 
bid yea, we eſtabliſh the Law, Rom. 3. 21, 
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TO THE 


READER 


Have always thought, Qui bene latuit bene vixit, and accer 4- 
ingly I have indeavour 4 (1 bope, in ſome poor meaſure of Since- 
rity) io do my Work, quietly, and inoffenſively, and yer faith- 
fully; appearing in my place, as againſt the Sins of the Dax, 
ſo againſt the Errors of it: But if 4 Man will be faithful, / ſ:e be 
cant always keep bimſelf in his beloved Retirement. 

The Occaſion of this Treatiſe is this : Preaching the Leſture is m 
Turn, at this Place, in three Sermons from Mark 1. 15. Repent ve, 
and Believe the Goſpel. In the 1ſt preached Aug. 28 ot. 1 
ſbewed what Repentance was, and what believing the Goſpel was; 
wherein I explain d the Goſpel, both Name and Thing, then I ſpike 10 
the Reference ibeſe two Duties, Faith and Repentance.h4d one to another, 

In the 2d Sermon, preached Nov. 21. 1701. 1 infer'd from whas 
bad been delivered of Repentance, ſeveral things relating to it. 4. 
1. The abſolute Neceſſny thereof, in all the Adult; urging and openins 
for this purpoſe, the Scriptures following, Luke 13. 3, 5. 1 Cor. 6. 


9.——Epheſ. 5. 3.— 6. Deut. 29. 19. 20. ſhewing it was the Buji- 


meſs of the Goſpel to bring Men to it, Acts 26. 18. 2. The Natwe 0 
it. 3. The Excellency of it, 4. The Uſe of it in Religion or Godline|s. 

2, I inferd ſome things relating to the Goſpel, as the Nature, He. 
cellency, and Efficacy of it. Where ſpeaking of the 1ſt Branch ] ſhew-4 
from what had been diſcourſed in the 1ſt Sermon, the Nature of it M 
g4tively conſidered y that becauſe it was a pure Doitrine, and Cover ani 
of Grace, it was not 4 Law, not a New Law; for it was as ole 24 
Gen. 3. 15. not 4 Remedial Law; for a Law can'trelieve Fallen 1141 
in bis doleſul Condition, aud no Law at all; the Moral Law, ſerving 
all the ends of 4 Law to fallen Sinners. 

Note, Theſe things were wrged, and argued, in a plain, popular, 
practical way, and I was ſpeaking of the Goſpel only in rhe ſiritt 2nd 
proper Senje of it, 4s Men are thereby initially S. as appears 9y 
the whole Current of the Diſcourſe, and the two Injiances brought for 
the uſtration of it. For the Goſpel more largely taken, 1 own, takes 
in Precepts, yea the whole Law of God, as 1 have told Mr. B. in my 
Anſwers 10 ſeveral of bis Arguments, particularly to his 1ſt, 6,008 
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iv To the READER. | 

1 kad no Deſign in preaching this Sermon, but the delivering Truth, 
and oppoſing inoffenſively, what I was then, and am yet perſwaded, was 
very Inimical to it. It was leaſt of all in my Thoughts, fartheſt from 
them, 19 beg in a Contentious Controverſy, which bas yet been occaſione d 
by it, I bave always bated Contention, and loved Peace, and will do 
any thing in 1he World for it, but Sin againſt God, by Sacrificing Truth. 

D-cemb. 4. 1701. Mr. B. (who I tbink did not bear the Sermon) 
ed me, after he bad Preached and Poſition d, we being (1 think nine 
Miniſters preſent) Whether the laſt Lecture, I had in my Sermon theſe 
words, The Goſpel is no Law, no New Law, no Remedial Law, Ffor 
no Law at all? I/ owned I bad, He asked me, if I did not in thoſe Ino 
i, aim at a Book, printed ſome Tears 480; be meant bu Book of but 
the Covenants, I told bim it was ſeveral Tears ſince I read it) fince I gu: 
kave lo:#'d, and find theſe words in it, Perlegi Aug. 23. 1692) and Jan 
that I did not aim at that Book,or any in particular ʒ but that I defignedly He 
preack'd down Mr. Baxter's Notions upon the Subject / was ſpeaking of. be 
He put it to me to promiſe to preach ſo no more, and he would not preach wb 
his Notions : I told him 1 would not promiſe bim any ſuch thing, no 
not for tbe World. Then he challenged me to a Diſputation 1hat day 
Month, before the Miniſters, and to chooſe the Reſpondents, or Oppo- 
rents part, and my Moderator. I refus d this Challenge. My Reaſon 
(which did not then mention) was Peace; which as I defigned no 
breach of, ſo 1 was reſolved to prevent, if it might be: But at the [va 
ſame time, becauſe 1 thought my ſelf bound in Conſcience, to defend II. 
what I had delivered. 1 told Mr. B. if be would draw up bis Objefi- | 
ons againſt the Sermon, 1 would give them a Candid Anſwer. He told 
me at this Meeting, I was leading my Hearers to High Anti-nomia- 
niſm, and that I ſhould rake notice, I bad ſtruck tbe Firſt Strobe: J 
told him I bad done notbing but my Duty. Then I bad ſeveral Leners 
from bim, with Seven Arguments ſoon after, againſt thoſe words in my 
Sermon. But about the middle of this December 1 fe ill, wbich 
Ilnefs, tho' it went off, contrary to all Expectation, in a few Days; 
get it fell into my Right Hand, and took that little Uſe 1 bad of it be- 
| fore, wholly away, as to writing; which I bave bad no uſe of, as to 
0 that thing, ever ſince, except that by uſing a Mineral Water laſt Au- 
gut, ar Tibſhelf in Derbyſhire, / writ a few ſhort Letters, and 
moſt part of one Sermon, in Characters; as at that time I writ Ser- 
| mons, Then my Kight Hand being gone, and ſo not being able to ma- 
f nage 4 Coniidverſj in writing, baving but a very poor uje of my Left 
| Hand; tb fince I have, I bleſs God, got the uſe of it indifferemly 
ö well, Then I accepted of Mr. B's Challenge, which before I declined, 
| and told bim at Mr. Whitlocks I would take the Reſpondents part, be 
taking the Opponents, and choſe old Mr. Whitlock Moderator; think- at 
| ing to make an end of it at once by this way, and ſo avoid an endleſs fu 
i | pry Controverſy, as indeed I indeavoured before, as much as ever We 
| could. 


Several 


£ - ASS ; 


To the READER. v 


Several highly concerned for Peace, fearing the Conſequences of 4 
Diſputation ſo publick, as that muſt be, I bad promiſed before the Mi. 
niſters, when we were to meet next 3 without being put upon it by me 
endeavoured, and at lengib, with much ado, prevaifd with Mr. B. to 
bave the Diſputation in vate at Mr. Whitlock's Houſe, which was 
Jan. 26. 1701. be baving 4 Writer, and I baving one. After Reve- 
rend Mr. Whitlock Sen. bad prayed, I read my Arguments (which are 
theſe ibar follow) and ſome words bad paſſed on both fides, Mr. B. 
infiead of proceeding 10 an Oral Diſputation, againſt my Arguments, 
or which I was prepared) produces a Paper containing Six Arguments 
more againſt me. I was againſt bis reading it, and ſo was my Wrirer, 
but read it be would. When be bad done, ] ſaid Mr. B. are theſe Ar- 
guments all (now ] bad 13, balf of which if good, are enough to prove 
any Poim, far I think Scales more proper for Argumems iban a Talh) 
He ſaid be could not tell. I replied but I will tell you, if you have 4 
Thouſand more 1 will not anſwer one, but theſe 1 will anſwer, To 
what pur poſe is all this ? When we bave done all, you will be wbere 
ou were, and 1 ſhall be where 1 am; had we not better let this thing 
all. Mr. B. ſaid be was not well, and away be went. 

After this ] ſoon anſwer'd bis Arguments, which be was very urgent 
or. which I doubt nor be thought unarſwerable ; that 1 did it ſoon, 
will appear by the Date of the Papers, ibo 1 did it under great Diſad- 
vantage, for not baving yet my Left Hand ſo well as to do is my ſelf, 
1 was forc d to ditate 10 one that writ after me. 

When it came to my Turn to preach the Lecture again, Feb. 12.1701. 
(which with the Two former, were all preach d in my own Pulpit) by 
be Oppoſition 1 bad met with; 1 was brought to this Dilemma, either 
Pamefully to deſert the Truth (as I jndge it) that bad been ſo con- 
wradifted, or 10 defend it; for I had not finiſhed my Subject. Jo after 
many thoughts of Heart, and ſome Prayers, io the Bleſſed God, I re- 
ved (by the Help of God) upon the Laiter; wherein 1 ſtudied all 
the ſoftneſs and gentleneſs of Expreſſion 1bat 1 could, tbat 1 might 
woid any thing that might exaſperate; at the ſame time conſulting 
Truth and Peace. 

Since thus laſt Sermon I bave not medled with the Controverſy on the 

eſture, and never but once, ex propoſito, at Nottingham on tbe 

rd's Day April 11. laſt, when from Gal.3-21. J delivered theſe Ar- 
rumerts,” except the laſt, as Reaſons why no Law could ſave Sinners. 

I told Reverend Mr. Whitlock Fun, long ago, ibat be mi ght do what 
e could to prevent Mr. B's printing, that 1 wonld not print firft, 
ut if Mr, B. printed firſt I would. . 

1 have ſtayed till I ſee Mr. B's Analecta out in the 60 Queſtions 
at the end) of which the Truth  ſtudiouſly miſrepreſented, my Ar- 
uments curtail'd and mangled, ſo that 1 reckon my ſelf under a plain 

eceſſny to do what 1 bave dont in this Treariſe. 


Great 


——____ ”  - 


Hand, uſe Logic more and Rbetorick leſs. 


To the READER. . 
Great-endeavotrs bave been uſed, tbo not by me, with Mr. B.. 
Uh <a Es 1 PF | * 
eeing 1 muſt print, I am at it is (in my Fadgment) in De 
fence of the. 2 Grace of God. p . | 
I bave ſtudied brevity and plainnefs, and could wiſh (which I n 
rather than rationally expect) that all that manage Controverſies would 
while they contend for (that which they judge) Truth, do nothing | 
reproachful Expreſſions, or any other way 10 injure Charity 3 and do i 
fo as may have 4 rational tendency to end them, and not make mgre 
and gs; them endleſly, as the way of too many Polemic Writer 
bas been, and is, and for that end they would keep to the thing in 


The Reader may now ſee whether I began this Controverſy. 
preaching what 1 judged plain and neceſſary Truth, witbout refleting 
on any Man, or Book, when it lay direly in my way, were to do jo 
Habitis Confitentem Reum. As Itkewiſe, whether I have kept it up 
I am ſure of this by Mr, B's Carriage Dec. 4. and bis urging Letter 
and Arguments ſent to me after, I was forc'd 30 it ſore againſt my will qu 
my Health and Hand were in ſuch Circumſtances then, as were enoug| 
to have made any Man unwilling to it in my Caſe ; And indeed I thinkpu 
nothing could, or indeed did induce me to it, but 4 Regard to the Trutl 
and the Glorious Free-Grace of God. I was called upon, and never 
quiet till I anſwer'd; and à linle before 1 did it, Mr. B. told me be 
fore, I think, Twelve Miniſters, Ian. 29- 1701. I could not do it 
bo my Right Hand, as to Writing, was loſt ; and during this time 
had but a poor uſe of my Left: So that its a plain Caſe 1 was under 
plain Neceſſuty of ingaging in this — under the utmoſt Di 
advantage; firſt in Writing, and under ſome now in Printing. 

Now I reckon my Reverend Opponent was not under ſuch a Neceſſit 
of ingaging in this Controverſy, becauſe Dec. 4. of bimſelſ be pro 


miſed be would not preach bis Notions, if I would not preach mine 


Now if bis Notions were neceſſary, bow durſt be make ſuch 4 Pro 
miſe? I durſt not promiſe not to preach mine, becauſe 1 apprebende: 
my Doctriue neceſſary ; and if 1 preach of the Nature of the Goſpel 
1 can't preach oiberwiſe ; for Truth is but one, tho I will do as much 
for Peace as any one, ſo Truth be ſecured j but Peace without Truth i 
but 4 Combination againſt the God of Truth and Peace. And again 0 
the other band, if bis Notions were not neceſſary, why bas be Jo 
me upon ibis Controverſy ? Why has be printed? And why has be ma 
naged it ſo, as that it is never like to be ended, except I end; which | 
believe 1 ſhall do; for I would not have him concerned about ibe 14ſt 
word, for 1 do think to give it bim in Print as well as Writing : Fe 
as what 1 have done i in purſuance of what 1 verily apprebend, i 
my preſent Circumſtances, to be nece ay Duty, ſo I defire with al 
Humility to truſt in the Divine Grace, that I may never (by any Man 
let this Trearmens of me be what it will) be carried out of ibe Bounds 


D . 7 9 Den DFT e a 1 vii 
7 —— eu I ſpeak thus becauſe I bave read Mr. B'S 
Piſwers to theſe Arguments. | 

B. 1M My. B. p. 27. of bis AnaleQa, bas theſe words, I dutſt not for a 


orld give it under my Hand, that Chrift hath no Law, as Re- 


1 E eemer, 

| Anſw. Nor did I ever do ii My words are theſe. Anſw. I deny 
1 meſhur Minor, that the Lord Feſus-bath any ſpecial Laws, as Redeemer 
would Mediator, by Obedience to which we are Saved. And this is that 


ing Hlicb our Divines deny againſt the Papifts and Socinians. V. My 
4 do wer to Mr. B's fifth Argument: Nay, I bave owned it over and 
nge per under my Hand, Chriſt, as Mediator bas 4 Law, but not for Fu- 
Priter fication, which is your Senſe. V. My Explication of thoſe words of 
ing ie Aſſembly, Chrift as Redeemer, executes, &c. My Anſwer to 
r. B's 11th Argument, at the latter end, and other places. 

G6. | 4s Dr. Owen's Authority urged by Mr. B. for the New Law, 
flecting s, 26, 64, 76, 77. it makes not to bi e, which I could eafily 
do ſohake appear if there were room for it. 
it up Ey theſe Argumems and Anſwers all Mr. B's Queſtions will be an- 
Lerterffwered ſo far as they need any Anſwer z and it will appear bow be bas 
y will; NEST matters. 


enough If 1 could bave imagined the concealing Mr. B's Name, and my own 
1 thinould bave attained any uſeful end, as 10 Truth or Peace, or Love, I 
e Truilvould bave done itz but I know 1 did not, nor the People I belong to, 
{ neverpake the Thing publick: And now it being impoſſ1ble not to be * I 
me be. rue named both. 

do ir} The Bleſſing of God make theſe poor Endeavours effectual. 

time 
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Books Printed for, and Sold by Nath. Hillier, off" 
the Princes Arms in Leaden-hall-ſtreet, ove 5 


againſt St. Mary- Axe. 
T* Wenty Three Select Sermons, Preached at the Merchant 
Lecture at Pinners-Hall, and in Limeſtreet, wherein ſe ver 
_ 1 Conſcience, and weighty matters, are propounded aui 
ndled. 

A Diſcuſſioa of the Lawfalneſs of a Paſtor's acting as an Office 
in other Churches, betides that to which he is eſpecially called t 
take the overſight of. Both by the Judicious and Learned Mt 2 
Nathaniel Mather. 

A prattical Diſcourſe of God's Soveraignty, with other mat 
al Points deriving thence, viz. of the Righteouſneſs of God, 
Blection. of Redemption, of effectual Calling, and of Perſeverancaf} ! 
The Fifth Edition. By Eliſba Cole. f 

The Throne of Grace, diſcourſed of in Thirteen Sermons, from 
Heb. 4 16. By the Reverend Mr. Robert Thraile. J 

The Sinners Juſtification, or the Lord our Righteouſneſs, in ) 
veral Sermons. By the Reverend Obadiab Grew, Dr. in Divinit 
late of Coventry. he 
The Marrow of Modern Divinity, touching the Covenant Idit 
Works and the Covenant of Grace, with their Uſe and End, cleaſa 8 
ly deſcribing the way to Eternal Life by Jeſus Chriſt. The Nia 
Edition. By E, F. . 

The Divine Iaſtitution of Congregation, Churches, Minifters a 1 
Ocdinances, as hath been profeſſed by thoſe of that Perſwaſion. [ 

An Eſſay to the Interpretation of the Angel Gabriel's Prophec ] 

I 
” 


delivered by the Prophet Daniel. 
Chrift's Aſcenſion to fill all things; in a Sermon at Horſly-d: 
Theſe three laſt by the Reverend Mr. Iſaac Chancey. 
Scripture Proofs for ſinging Scripture Pſalms, Hymns, and 
ritual Songs. By E. F. tene 
The Conqueſts and Triumphs of Grace, in the Conyerſion of tand 
Indians in New - Englaud. By Matthew Mabe w. ri 
The Life of Sir /Filliam Phipps, late Captain General, and 
vernonr of New. England, containing the many Changes undergoqbur 
and Actions pzrtormed by him. * 
A choice droy of Honey from the Rock Ch riſt. 1 
A Learned and Accurate Diſcourſe of the Guilt of Sin, Pardg<< 


of that Guilt, and Prayer for that Pardon. Written ſome YeaſſP<f! 


— —— 


ſince, by the Reverend Mr. Tamas Gilbert, lately deceaſed at Of = 
a xcly 
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Arguments againſt the Goſpels being a Law, 
in Defence of thoſe words; The Golpel is no 
ban. Law, no New Law, no Remedial Law, no 


>» 
— 
| an: , 


Law at all ; in the Second Sermon upon Mark 
=_ 15. January 26. 1701. | 
ed t. 
ll Queſt. HETHER the Goſpel be a Lan? 
M Anſw. I take. the Nene to be the 
at * Truth, according to what I delivered 
50 in the words before. 


rand] By the Goſpel I underſtand, that Doctrinal Declaration 
f the Way, Order, and Method, of God's ſaving Sinners 

troſpy Free Grace, through Chriſt; with the Promiſes. 

in 71d. Witſ. de Federe. Lib. 3. Sect. 12. at the end of the Book, 

rind By Law, I underſtand, Commands or Precepts, not in 
he Law of God, Natural or Moral, to be obeyed as Con- 

ant Iditions of, or in order to obtaining Goſpel-Bleſlings ; with 

cleala Sanction 


Nin] 1 will (God aſſiſting ) take this Method. 
I. Lay down Arguments for the Negative. 
II. Anſwer Objections to the Contrary. 
III. Anſwer Mr. Barrets Arguments for the Aſfirmative. 


I. Arguments for the Negative. 


d . 
| tends only to exalt the Grace of God, the Merit of Chrilt, 


of tand the Fulneſs of the Covenant in a Scriptural way, for 
riptural ends, cannot but be true. 

ad OF But that Account of the glorious Goſpel that makes it a 
TeFpure Doctrine of Grace, — no Law, 1s that alone that 


Arg. 1. That Account alone of the glorious Goſpel, that | 


tends * only to exalt the Grace of Gad, the Merit of Chriſt, 


patdland the Fulneſs of the Covenant, in a Scriptural way, for 
Veil criptural ends. Ergo, 


— 


—— 


wh This does not at all exclude the otber Per fections of Col; only ty 
B . The 


xcludes al Works, 


— — 


obtained Eternal Redemption; hereby procuring Repentan 


gave himſelf for us, that he might Redeem us frum all Iniqui 


2 Arguments pꝛoving the Goſpel * ü 


The Major can't be denyed. | _ ' 
I will prove the Minor by an Induction of the particty 
lars therein. | | Gl 


1. It exalts the Grace of God, in providing all the who. 
Salvation for loſt Souls. . | 3 
1. It provides . 3. 16. Fir God fo loved t 
World, that he gave his only begotten Son, that whoſoever belie I . 
veth in bins, ſhould not periſh, but have everlaſting Life. Or 
2. All with him; 1 John 5. 11. And this & the Record of 
that God hath given to us eternal 7 ; and this Life is in his Sony, 
1. Pardon; Heb. S. 12. For 1 will be merciful to their Unrigh ;; 
teou ſue ſi, and their Sins and their Iniquities will I remember 
more. | 
2. Righteouſneſs; 2 Cor. 5. 21. For he hath made him 
be Sin for us, who knew no Sin, that we might be made the 
Righteouſneſs of God in him. : . 
3. A new Heart, with all its holy vital Principles; Heb , , 
8. 10. 1 will put my Laws into their Mind, and write them in| an 
their Hearts; with Exel. 36. 26. A new Heart alſo will I p, 


give you, and a new Spirit will I put within you, and I 8 * 


All theſe are contained in thoſe words, Rom. 6. 23. 
Gift of God is eternal Life, through Je ſus Chriſt our Lord, 
But a Law gives nothing, provides nothing, until it bt 


obeyed. : ſ 
2. It exalts the Merit of Chriſt of his Obedience ani G 

Blood, by which all is meritorioully procured ; Heb. p 1 

By his own Blood he entred in, ence into the Holy Place, havin 


as well as Pardon upon it, “ Faith, as well as Pardon an- 
Juſtification upon it. 

Repentance; Af: 5. 31. Him hath God exalted with hi 
Right Hand, to be a Prince and a Saviour ; for to give ** 
tance to Iſrael, and Forgiveneſs of Sins: Iitus 2. 14. Wh 


and Purify unto himſelf a peculiar People, zealous of good Work: 

Faith; 1 Phil. 29. For unto you it is given, in the behalf 
Chriſt, not only to believe on him, but, &c. 4 

3. It exalts the Fulneſs of the Covenant, the Promiſes, if ate 
giving all that is provided of Grace, and meritoriouſly prof 38 
cured by Chriſt: 2 Pet. I. 3, 4. According as his Divia gi; 
Powell F: 


* i. e. When we Repem, and when we Believe. 


- — — — — —— — 


dj be no New Las. 3 
bones hath given unto us all things that pertain unto Life and 
ich Godlinefs, through the K nowledge of him — hath os, us to 
Glory and Vertu Whereby are given unto us exceeding preat 
1d pies Promiſes, that by theſe you might be partakers of 
je Divine Nature; having eſcaped the Corruption that is in the 
wid, through Luſt. Rom. 4. 75 I, 16. For the Promiſe 
that he ſhould be the Heir of the World, was not to Abraham 
or to his Seed, through the Law, bat through the Righteouſneſs 
if Faith: For if = #ho are of the Law be Heirs, Faith j 
Son made void, and the Promiſe made of none effef. Therefore Þ 
"4 is of Faith, that it might be by Grace, to the end the Promiſe * 
might be ſure to all the Seed, 8c. Gal. 3. 16, 17, 18. Now 
I Abraham, and his Seed, were the Promiſes made. He ſaith 
17 and to Seeds, as of mam; but as of one, and to thy Seed 
4 »bich is Chriſt, i. e. Chriſt * And this I ſay, that 
hat nfirmed b 


| the Covenant that was co e of God in Chriſt, or with 
at ra to Chriſt ets xeisvr, the which was four hundred 
thirty Years after, cannot di ſannul, that it ſhould make the 


Promiſe of none effect. For if the Inheritance be of the Law, it is 
no more of Promiſe; but God gave it to Abraham by Promi ſes. 
God making good the abſolute Promiſes, gives all his 
Grace that he has provided, and his Son merited. 
But a Law can't give theſe. Your Account of the Go- 
ſpel hath nothing of theſe, and if we have not theſe by the 
2 we muſt be for ever without them. "ow 
he Aſſemblies Confeſſion, Ch. 7. 3: Man by his Fall 
wine having made himſelf incapable of Life, by that Cove- 
© nant; the Lord was pleaſed to make a Second, commonl 
© called the Covenant of Grace, wherein he freely offteretht 
J“ unto Sinners Life and Salvation by Jeſus Chnift, requiring 
'J © of them Faith in him, that they may be Saved [mind the 
* following words] and promiſing to give unto all thoſe 
'" that ate ordained unto Life, his Holy Spirit, to make 
* them willing and able to believe. 
Larger 1 32. | 8 
The Grace of is manifeſted in the ſecond Covenant, 
. | in that he freely provideth and offereth to Sinners a Medi- 
ator, and Life and Salvation by him; and requiring Faith | 
as the Condition to Intereſt them in him, promiſeth and 
giveth his Holy Spirit to all his Elect, to work in them that 
Faith, with all other ſaving — and to enable _ 
| 2 | un 
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4 Arguments pꝛoving the Solpel 
unto all holy Obedience, as the Evidence of the truth of 
their Faith and Ihankfulneſs to God, and as the way which 
he hath appointed to Salvation. Wa 
Conf. Ch. 10. 1, 2. All theſe whom God hath prede-Y ac 
© ſtinated to Life, and thoſe only, he is pleaſed in his ap- of 
pointed and accepted time, eftectually to call by hy 
Word and Spirit, out of that ſtate of Sin and Death in 
* which they are by Nature; to Grace and Salvation b 
&% Jcfus Chriſt inliahtning their Minds ſpiritually and fa 
© vingly to underſtand the things of God, taking away 
* their Heart of Stone, and giving unto them an Heart 0 
© Fleſh, renewing their Wills, and by his Almighty Pow- 
© er determining them to that which is good, and effeCtual- 
© ly drawing them to Jeſus Chriſt, yet fo as they come no 
© molt freely, being made willing by * n 
This effectual Call is of God's free and ſpecial Grace] 77. 
alone, not from any thing at all foreſeen in Man, who is] w! 
altogether Paſſive therein, until being quickned and rene - of 
ed - Holy Spirit, he is thereby inabled to anſwer M 


this Call, and to imbrace the Grace offered and conveyed D | 
in it. a 
Larger Catech. O. 67. PO! 


Eftectual Calling is the Work of God's Almighty Power evi 
and Grace, whereby out of his free and ſpecial love to his] ti 
Elect, and from nothing in them moving him thereunto, ſhi 
he doth in his accepted time, invite and draw them to Je- Jul 
ſus Chriſt ; by his Word aud Spirit favingly inlightning] we 
their Minds, renewing, and powerfully determining theuf De 
Wills; fo as they, although in themſelves, dead in Sins 
are hereby made willing and able freely to anſwer his 
Call, and to accept and 1mbrace the Grace offered and 
conveyed therem. 

Larger Cat. O. 57, 58, 59. : 

Chriſt by his Mediation hath procured Redemption, with 
all other Benefits of the Covenant of Grace. 5 

We are made partakers of the Benefits which Chrif Co 
hath procured, by the Application of them unto us; whichſ| be 
is the Work eſpecially of God the Holy Ghoſt. | 

Redemption 18 certainly applied, and effectually commu-J na: 
nicated to all thoſe for whom Chriſt hath purchaſed it; 
who are in time, by the Holy Ghoſt, inabled to believe in 
Chrilt according to the Goſpel. See 


| to be no Mew Law. 5 
h o See Dr. Barlow, late Biſhop of Lincoln, his Book of juſti- 
hichYfication, wherein he does excellently defend the true old 
way of Juſtiffcation z in two Letters, the firſt of which is 
nore than twelve Sheets long, againſt the New. A Book 
of which the Reverend Mr. Mayo the Publiſher, has thete 
words, in his Preface to the Reader: Perhaps it may not 
be thought an incongruous Expreſſion, if I fay tlicle Let- 
© ters, inſregard of the Authors Matter and Stile, are fit to 
be counted a determination of the Controverſy, p. 1 2, 
128. If Titius, a generous and charitable Perſon, find 
| out a Farm of 1001. per Annum, tell Sempron, a poor 
o- Man, that it may be purchaſed with ſuch a Sum, and with- 
ual-J al give that Sum to Sempronius to buy that Farm, certainly 
ome i no Man can fay that Titius the Benefactor, can be indebted 
» gin'this caſe to Smpronius for buying that Farm, which 

race] 7itizes found out, and then gave him the Money, with 
which he bought it. And much leſs can there be any thing 
ew- of Debt in our caſe, wherein God of his infinite and free 
wer] Mercy ſhews: 1. That Salvation may be had by his Son. 
2, That it may be had on condition of active and lively 
Faith. 3. And then freely gives that Faith. I ſiy its im- 
poſſible here, that any thing ſhould be of Debt, when 
werl every thing is of Grace and free Gift: So that in our Ju- 
\ hisf ſtification by Faith, both Debt and Boaſting are cvidently 
ſhut out, as by the Apoſtles Doctrine toey ought : But if 
e· Juſtification were by Works, as you pretend, then there 
ing would be a manifeſt ground contrary to the Apoſtle for 

heir Debt and Boaſting too. 

Sins) Let the Latin Reader turn to judicious Turretine's Init. 
Vol. 2. p. 188, 189. Theſ. 10, 11. where he will find him 

and] aſſerting the Covenant of Grace to be a Promile, and why. 
Vid. Lib. 3. Witfii, Cap. 1. Sect. 6. (the words are at the 

end of the Book) de Federe. 


Arg. 2. That Notion of the Goſpel thit confoun1s the 
riff} Covenant of Works and Grace, Law an! Goſpel cannot 


ich be true. 
But this making the Goſpel a Law, confoumds the Cove- 


nu - nant of Works and Grace, Law and Goſpel. 
it; Therefore it can't be true. 


in 4 | 
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6 Arguments pꝛoving the Goſpel A 
The Major, I ſuppoſe, will not be denied; for ſurely M 


the Covenant of Works broken, is our Malady, fo tt N 
Goſpel is our only Remedy; and when the 3 is tu 
ned into a Malady, that Patients caſe is bad indeed 
The Minor J prove thus „ 1 
That Notion of the Goſpel, that makes it require Fait 0 


Repentance, and ſincere Obedience, as Conditions of ii 
Bleſſings, taketh away the main eſſential Difference betwee 
the two Covenants. . 

But this Notion of the Goſpel makes it require Faatt 
Repentance, and ſincere Obedience, as Conditions of ii 
Bleiſings. Therefore this Notion taketh away the main cf 1 
ſential Difference between the two Covenants, . 

The Major is evident by this. | 

Any thing required, as a Condition of obtaining Goſpel 


Bleſſings, is a Covenant of Works, the Language of bot > 
is, Do this and Live And ſo the great Difference is taker 1 
away, which is this oh 


In a Covenant of Works ſomething is required as a Con 
dition of Life ; in the Goſpel or Covenant of Grace, Fait 
and Repentance which are 1ts Bleſſings, are given, and ther 
8 1 as Duties, /. The Explication below. | 

his, and this only keeps up the main eſſential difference 
upon which all the reſt depend; as for their being Goſpe 1 . 
Works, or imperfect that alters not the caſe. Vid. The wbol g! 
Anſw. to the 2d Obj. and Anſw.to Mr. Bi 1 & 2d Arguments L. 
he Minor I prove from your Account of the Goſpel 7. 
when you, ſpeaking of the Goſpel, have theſe words, © Thaff”;" 
it isa Remediant Law, a Law of Grace indeed, as the on 
ly Conſtituted way to free Sinners from the Curſe : 4 
* Condemnation of the violated Law and Covenant e b | 
Works, Cc. Soon after you add, © But by a ſuperaddet fo 
© Law of Grace we may come to obtain Pardon, and after uf 
< you I doubt not, but in order of Nature, it is a Law of 
Grace before it is formally a Covenant, by the Conſent 
* of both 2 : | 
e Rom. 4. 4, 5. 

Biſhop of Lincoln, my : 


nd 
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123. and p. 1 29. 


It good Works be Conditio Novi Faderit, then tis a Co * 
venant of Works; for it has its Name from the Condition 
for ſo the old Covenant, Fas hos & wive;, was therefore 

n | | caller 


1 
heli 


V * 


to be no New Law. a 


lled Feds operum, becauſe Works were the Condition to 
perform'd on Man's part ; and fo will the New Cove- 
t be a Covenant of Works, if Works be the Conditi- 
'Tis true, that perfect Works and Obedience were the 
dition of the Old Covenant ; But as your Hypotheſis 
ated, Works and Obedience, leſs than Perfect, ſo it be 
rere, will be ſufficient to juliif the Doer of them by 
ic Tenor of the New Covenant. This being granted alters 
ot the Senſe. Majus & Minus non mutant ſpeciem. Let 
orks be perfect or imperfect, it will be a Covenant of 
Vorks, ſo long as Works are the Condition of it. And 
rther, according to your New Hypotheſis rightly con- 
dered, the Evangelical and New Covenant will be a Co- 
enant of perfect Works, as well as the Old and Legal one : 
Fer Works are then ſaid to be perfect, when they haye an 
bort$*2<t proportion and conformity with that Law, which is 
aker$e Rule and Meaſure of their Perfection. So Works in 
e Old Covenant are then perfect, when they are confor- 
Con Hable to the Natural or Moral Law, which is the Rule 
Futihnd Meaſure of their Perfection: And in the New, when 
cheulbey are conformable to the Evangelical Law, 1 demand 
hen, are the good Works which you ſay do juſtify us, as 
e Condition of the New Covenant, conformable to the 
oſpe vangelical Law, which requires them, or are they not? 
who not then they can't juſtify : For no Condition of any 
ovenant, al or Evangelical can juſtify, unleſs it be 
performed exactly according to the Law of that Covenant, 
vhich requires it, Conditione enim federis non præſtita, pro- 
um in ſædere (quicquid demum fuecrit) non erit debitum. 
In Put if they be exacily conformable to the Evangelical Law, 
it ouch requires them, then are they perfect Works; and 
Shen the Goſpel-Covenant will be a Covenant, not only 
** pf Works (in reſpect of the Condition it requires to our 
Juſtification); but of Perfect Works too, which is utterl 
Inconſiſtent with the Nature of the New Covenant, hich 
a Covenant of Grace, not of Works : Which further 
appears, from what the Apoſtle tells us, when he expreſly 
proves, that Abraham was not juſtified by Works, but by 
Faith. To him that norketh, ſays he, the Reward is reckoned 
n (uot of Grace, but of Debt, but to him that worketh not, but 


ence 


— helie vet h on him that juſtiſieth 5 Ungodly, Faith is counted 
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8 Arguments pꝛoving the Goſpel 

r Righteouſneſs, Where by St. Paul Argument it is evi 
dan, mer n. Evangelical Jalificntion is not a Debt dus 
to us for the Performance of any Works done by us. An 
hence it as evidently follows, that we are not juſtified b; 
our good Works perform'd, as the Condition of the Goſpel 
Covenant: For if good Works be ſuch a Condition of ou 
Juſtification, then the Performance of them makes the Pre 
miſe a Debt (ex vi federis) due to us. For it is undeni 
ably certain (and for ought I know, denied by none. 
Quod conditione fæderis cujuſcumque præſtitd, promiſſum (Qu 
cumque demum fuerit) conditionem illam præſtanti, eff ( ex 
vi federis & de jure) debitum. If then our good Work 
be ſuch a Condition of the New Covenant, as that by 
doing them we are jultified coram Deo, then (poſta C 
4 ug conditione operum) our Juſtification will be a ju 

ebt, and (by our fulfilling that Condition) due to 

if Titins promiſe Sempronias 20 J. for going a Mile o 

ſome Buſineſs for him, and promiſe the ſame Sum to Cajus 
who goes an 100 Miles on the like Buſineſs : The 20 
will be as much a due Debt to Sempronivs, who goes bu 
one, as to Cajus who goes an 109 Miles, The ſum of the 
Premiſes is this, Let the Conditions of a Covenant be what 
they will, more or leſs, great or little, if they be perform d 
according to the Tenor of that Covenant wherein they arc 
required; upon ſuch performance the Promiſe contained 11 
the Covenant becomes a Debt (ex juſtitia & vi federis) due 
And therefore if good Works (conſiſting not in an abſe 
lutely perfect, but only in a ſincere Obedience) be the 
Condition required, and ſufficient to our Juſtification 
then its certain and evident, that upon doing fuch good 
Works, our Juſtification becomes a juſt Debt; which (e 
di deri) we may challenge as moſt due. Which I am 
per ſwaded no Saint or Servant of God ever did, or will 
or (without great Pride, and pernicious Error) can. You 
may poſſibly now talk of your good Works, and perfor 
ming the Condition of the Covenant by thoſe Works) and 
being Juſtified by them; but when you ſhall come and 


appear at the dreadful Tribunal of a moſt Juſt God, when 


0 Conſcience ſhall be awake, and ſet all your Sins be 


fore you in their full Number and Magnitude, you wilt 
be, I doubt not, of another Opinion, and ſay with David 


(wh 


% 


( 
7 


2 


to be no New Lawn. 8 
(who might haye pleaded good Works as much as you) 
Ne intres Domine in judicium cum Servo tuo. 
Pe. 129. Of the fame Author, Conditio prefita, ef ratio, 

| cauſa, motivum, & illud propter quod, promiſſum in federe eſt 
(ex jure) debitum. 
; 'Larg. Catch. Q. 32. | 

The words of which fee under the former Argument, 
the ſecond Quotation there, and are proper here to ſhew 
according to them, the nature of the Covenant of Grace. 

Chemmitins hath theſe words, Multos enim, &c. i.e. © The 
J © ambiguity of the word not rightly diſtinguiſhed has 
© bred many great and pernicious Errors, and hereby the 
Monks have changed the Doctrine of the Goſpel into a 


64 
» 


| 4 « Law : And again, Er que alia lux, &c. What other 


Light hath ſcattered the thickeſt Darkneſs of the Papal 
0 CO, than the true difference of the Law and Go- 
- 

Beza likewiſe, Hoc enim, &c. We can truly aſſert this, 
* that Ignorance of the Law and Goſpel hath occaſioned 
the moſt and greateſt Errors, with which the Chriſtian 
1 © Religion is now diſturbed. 
Learned Dr. Miller, in his Synopſis Papiſmi, 3d Edit. p.911. 


4 makes one great difference between the Law and the Go- 


4 ſpel to be this, © The Law ingenereth Terror, the Goſpel 
© Peace; and faysg the Promiſes of the Old Teſtament 
longeth to the Goſſſel, and the Threatnings in the New 
Teſtament to the Law. Where he ſpeaks of the Law and 
J Goſpel being join'd in Uſe, not in Nature or Property. 
Our great Whitaker, Evangelium, 8c, © The Goſpel is 
nothing elſe but a Publication and Declaration of the 
© Grace and Mercy of God, which Chriſt Merited for us 
$ © by his Death. 
Vid. Mitſ. Lib. 3. Se. 7, 8. (his words at the end of the 
Book) de Federe. 


Arg. 3. That Opinion of the Goſpel that is not at all 
ſuited to 3 Fallen Man, in his deplorable Conditton 
can't hold. 

But this Opinion of the Goſpel is hot at all ſuited to ve- 


1 lieve Fallen Man in his deplorable Condition. 


Therefore it can't hold. 


* 


4 


The 
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The Major 1s clear. That to relieve Fallen Man is the 
| Deſign of the Goſpel, can't be denied, no not queſtioned ; 

and to be ſure God will ſuit the Goſpel y. A 
wiſe Man would ſuit his Means to his end; to be ſure the 
only wiſe God will do ſo. 


of God, throu 
the blindneſs of t 


2. 1. Who were dead in Treſpaſſes and Sins. Now in this 


Condition, this New Law Man ; and what does it 
ſay to him? It commands this Blind Man to fee, this 
Dead Man to Walk and Work (for 1t commands Faith, 
Repentance, and ſincere Obedience): and then it promiſes 
Pardon and Life, but gives no Light, no Life. Y. Mr. B's 
Account of the Goſpel below. 

Men may call it a Remedial Law, the only Remedial 
Law, but it leaves Fallen Man deplorably without Life; 
and indeed rather inſults his Miſeries than affords an 
Help; for it can do nothing till its Conditions are fulfilled 
and fulfilled they can't be by Man Blind and Dead. 

But the Account of the Goſpel I plead for, relieves Man, 
by giving all according to the firſt Argument. 

That what has been faid of Man's Condition by Nature, 
was the old true Doctrine. See the 10th and 13th. of the 
39 Articles. h 

Article 10. Of Free Mill ; 

The Condition of Man, after the fall of Adam is ſuch, 
that he can't turn and prepare himſelf by his own natu- 
© ral Strength, and good Works, to Faith and Calling upon 
© God. Wherefore we have no Power to do good any 
© plcafant and acceptable to God, without the Grace o 
God by Chritt preventing us, that we may have a good 
y Wir and working with us when we have that good 
Will. 

Article 13. Of goal Works done before Fuftification 

— Hand — 4 the Grace of Gail and the In- 


piration of his Spirit, are not pleaſant to God; foraſmuch 
63.4 - 88 


to be no New Law. 11 
a they ſpring not of Faith in Jeſus Chriſt, neither do 
they make Men meet to receive Grace; or as the School- 
Authors ſay, deſerve Grace of Congruity; yea rather for 
that they are not done as God hath willed and com- 
manded them to be done, we d not but they have 
er Guo > © Man by his Fall 

Aſſemblies ch. g, 3. all into a ſtate 
of Sin, hath Abu Ru Ability of Will to any ſpi- 
IS. ritual Good, accompanying Salvation; ſo as a Natural 
the . Man being altogether averſe from that Good, and dead 
e in Sin, is not able by his own Strength to convert him- 
beſ, J ſelf, or to prepare himlelf thereunto. 


Arg. 4. That Doctrine that caſts no malign, but benign 
his Influence upon Holineſs, and fixes it upon its right Baſe, 
th, is no falſe Doctrine. | 
les | But this Notion of the Goſpel, that Icontend for, is ſuch 
Bs | as caſts no malign, but benign Influence upon Holinefs, 
and fixes it upon 1ts right Baſe. 
Ergo, It's no falſe 
te ; | The Major is undoubted. : 
wi The Minor appears thus by the two particulars therein 
mentioned, | | 2 
1. It caſts no malign Influence upon Holineſs; it incau- 
an, J rages no Sin, but ſhews the Neceſſity of an Intereſt in the 
Grace, the Chriſt the Covenant of God, in order to Sal- 
ue, vation; and till then binds Mens Sins, God's Wrath, and 
the Þ therefore their own Miſeries faſt upon them. Fobn 3. 18, 
6. He that believeth on him is not condemned, but he that he- 
— not is condemned already; becauſe he hath not believed in 
ch, he Name of the only Begotten Son of God. He that believerh 
u- on the Son hath everlaſting Life; and he that believeth not the 
ro, Son ſhall not ſee Life, ba the ”"— C pro's on . 
2. | Luke 13. 3, 5. Except ye Repent, ye ſhal kewiſe periſh. 
1. 2. Bat 1 —— lallnence upon Holineb, fixing it upon 
ood | its right baſe, which is a ſaving Vital Union to the Perſon 
ood of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt. John 15. 5. I am the Vine, and 
Je are the Branches; he that abideth in me, and 1 in him, the 
ſame.bringeth forth much Fruit; for without me ye can do no- 
In- hing. Now a fl ritual Diſcovery made to the Soul by 
uch Þ the Spirit of (conviction of Sin, and Wrath beu 1 8 
| : made 


12 Arguments pꝛoving the Soſpel 
made firſt by the ſame Spirit) of the Riches of Grace, 
rchaſe of Chriſt, and the Promiſes of the Covenant 
olding forth both theſe, is that by which the Soul is lec 
to Chriſt for Holineſs, as well as Righteouſneſs. 1/4;45 
24. Surely ſhall one ſay in the Lord, have I Righteouſneſr'ani 
Strength, 1 Cor. 1. 30. But of him are ye in Chriſt Feſus, 
who of God ts made unto us, Wiſdom, and Righteouſneſs, and 
Santtification, and Redemption. Col. 3. 11. Where there i; 
neither Greek, nor Few, Circumciſion, nor Uncircumciſion, Bar- 
barian, Scythian, Bond nor Free, but Chriſt is all, and in all 
1 Cor. 2. 9, 10. But as it is written, Eye hath not ſeen, nor 
Ear heard, neither have entred into the Heart of Man, the thing: 
which God hath prepared for them that love him; but hath re- ſtan 


Bo S = my 7 


vealed them unto us by his Spirit. = 7 
Such a Faith and Union with Chriſt is the only ſecurityþen 
of Holineſs. l IT 


Whereas the Goſpel being made a Law, begins at thef If 
wrong end, requiring Works, Faith, Holineſs, before Union 
with Chriſt, and practically kept to, ſubverts the whole Go-| B 
ſpel, whereas theſe that follow juſtification do not go before. firm 

Vid. The Biſhop of Lincoln, p, 42, 43.— too large to in- J 
ſert in this place. | IN 

Aſſemblies Onfeſſ. Ch. 16. 2. © Theſe good Works, done} B 
an Obedience to God's Commandments, are Fruits ande 
© Evidences of a true and lively Faith; and by them Be4po b 
© livers manifeſt their Thankfulneſs,” ſtrengthen their Aſſu- hy 
© rance, edify their Brethren, adorn the Profeſſion of theſor 
© Goſpel, ſtop the Mouths of the Adverſaries, and glorifypyhn: 
God, whoſe Workmanſhip they are, created in Chril Y 
© Telus thereunto ; that having their Fruit unto HolineſsPFion; 


they may have the end eternal Life. * E 
Arg. 5. That which makes the Law of God imperfect, 1Fitia 
not right, A 
But making the Goſpel a Law, makes the Law of God 2. 
imperfect. Ri 
Therefore, Oc. up 


T prove the Major, that the Law of God is perfect. in 
If the Law be Holy, Juſt, and Good, it is perfect. Di 
But the Law is Holy, Juſt, and Good, Ro. 7. 12. F. 
Therefore it is perfect. 5 a. 
If there is nothing that is to be done, but it 1s * no 


* 


in the Law, then it is perfect. f 


' 


to be no New Law, 13 
ace, But there is nothing that is to be done, but it is requi- 
ant ed in the Law. 
lee Therefore the Law is perfect. 
If there be no Sin, but it is forbidden by the Law, then 
and ne Faw of God is perfect. ; 
But there is no Sin, but it is forbidden by it. 1 John 3. 4. 
and Sin is the Tranſpreſſion of the Lam. 
u Ergo, it 5 8 
Rar- If the Law of God be the invariable and unalterable 
v all.tandard of Righteouſneſs, as to all Perſons and Things, 
n $1 all Ages, then the Law of God is perfect. 
ing But the Law of God is the invariable and unalterable 
 re-ftandard of Righteouſneſs, as to all Perſons and Things, in 
Il Ages. Matth. 5. 18. For verily, J ſay unto ww, till Hea- 
rityþen and Earth, &c. 
Therefore, Cr. 
the] If God in making his Laws, was not ſubject to the In- 
nonſirmities of humane Legiſlators, then it is perfect. 
Go-| But God in making the Law was not ſubject to the In- 
fore, hrmities of humane Lawgivers, - | 
in- Therefore it is perſect. 
Now for the Minor. 
lone] But the making the Goſpel a Law makes the Law im- 
andperfect. To what purpoſe is the Goſpel a Law, if all ſaid 
Be o be required in it as a Law, be antecedently required 
Nu-Þy the Law; and ſo it is, or elſe the Law is imperfect, 
theſor ſome things are not required by it, or forbidden by it, 
Yrifypolich can't be. 
hriſſ V. Turret. Inſtit. par. 2. p. 22. Theſ. 3. Momentum Que- 
neſs ionis magnum eſt, quia nihil aliud quærunt Adverſarii, quam, 
Evangelium in nodan: legem transforment : & ita pro a- 
„ Iitia fidet juſtitiam operum ſtabiliant. « wh 
Aſſem. Conf. ch. 19, 2, 5, 6. 12 
od 2. © This Law, after his Fall, continued to be a perfect 
Rule of Righteouſneſs, and as ſuch, was delivered by God 
| upon Mount Sinai, in Ten Commandments ; and written 
in Two Tables, the firſt Four Commands containing our 
Duty towards God; and the other Six our Duty to Man. 
5. The Moral Law doth for ever bind all, as well ju- 
I ſtified Perſons as others, to the Obedience thereof, that 
iredf not only in regard of the matter contained in it, but alſo 
in 


14 Arguments poving the Goſpel 
© in regard of the matter contained in it; but alſo in re 
© ſpe& of the Authority of God the Creator, who gave itſhs 
© Neither doth Chriſt in the Goſpel any way diſſolve, bro 
much ſtrengthen this Obligation. | 1 0 

6. * Altho true Believers, be not under the Law as 
© Covenant of Works, to be thereby juſtified or condem 
ned]; yet it is of great Uſe to them, as well as to other 
© in that as a Rule of Life informing them of the Will qcor 
God, and their Duty, it directs and binds them to'wallſis 3 
* accordingly ; diſcovering alſo the ſinful pollutions qvec 
© their Nature, Hearts, Lives, ſo as examining themſbut 
© ſelves thereby they may come to further Conviction q wa 
* Humiliation for and Hatred againſt Sin, together with ſþs ( 
* clearet ſight of the Need have of Chriſt, and tiſtha 
Perfection of his Obedience. It is likewiſe of uſe to thibe 
© Regenerate, to reſtrain their Corruptions, in that it foqher 
© bids Sin, and the Threatnings of it, ſerve to ſhew whqpf 1 
© even their Sins deſerve, and what Afflictions in] thſſuc 
© Life they may expect for them; altho' freed from thw: 
© Curſe thereof, threatned in the Law. The Promiſes IT 
: — E _ God's approbation of SO Pre. 

and what ings they may expect upon he! 
© mance thereof, altho not as due to them by the Law, a cov 
© Covenant of Works; ſo as a Mans doing good, and je | 
© fraining from Evil, becauſe the Law 1ncourageth to tio 
© one, and deterreth from the other, is no evidence of Hure. 


- 
; 
K 


© being under the Law, and not under Grace. \ 
V. Wi. de Federe, Lib.z. Seft.18. at the end of the Boqfirſt 
can 


4. 6. at — of the — that has — 2 
vendency to ſome great Evils, as particularly to keep ſenſwa 
ble Sinners from Chriſt, ſettle Men in Hypocriſy, or dri — 
them (if they are awakened) to deſpair, is not true. Inde 

But this making the Goſpel a Law, has a fatal tendenq; tt 
to ſome great Evils; as particularly to keep ſenſible Sinngt pl 
from Chriſt, ſettle Men in Hypocriſy, or drive them (Ther 


they are awakned) to deſpair. ng, 
Ergo it is, Cc. Per 
The Major is ſecure. 28 


For the Minor I will go over the Particulars enumerat he 
therein. bo 


ts be no New Law, 1% 
n r{ 1. It * Gobble Sinners from Chriſt: The Soul that 
ve ith ſo, by a Work of the Law, fees Sin, its Guilt, Filth, 
„ brÞower, ſees Wrath in its Dreadfulneſs and Terror; fees the 
; olineſs, the. Juſtice of God; ſees the Severity and Per- 
"as | tion of the Law; hears of Chriſt, has offers of Chriſt 
denfj on no Condition but 7 and thinks this Soul, 
ther I have Chriſt I am made for ever, then I have all, ac- 
ill Fording to Argument firſt. The Goſpel tells the Soul, Faith 
'walſſs provided to receive Chriſt, as well as Chriſt to be recei- 
ns qed by it; ſo that the ſenſible Soul has now nothing to do, 
themſbut to venture to, and on the Glorious Jeſus ; tho after- 
ion qwards he has all the Law to keep as a Rule of Life. Now this 
vith s Goſpel indeed, __— and reviving to the Soul, like 
d thithat, Mart 10. 49. Be of good Comfort, riſe ; 
to thibe calleth thee, Nay ſays one, that is not ſo, Vid. Mr. Barrers 
it ſoſhere is a New Law to obey, the Conditions 5th Argumens. 
whapf it to be fulfilled ; you muſt have ſuch and 
n] tiſſuch Things, Conditions, Qualifications before you have any 
n thwarrant to receive Chriſt. Now the Soul hereupon is 
ſes Ihunder- ſtruck, here is a bar in his way to Chriſt he can't 
liendbreak, a dreadful Mountain like that of Sinai, he can nei- 
verfoſther get over, aſcend, nor get about: and ſo he {its down 
v, agcover'd and oyerwhelm'd with Darkneſs and Horror; for 
nd rhe knows his own Impotency, by his feeling Sins dreadful 
to tower in him, and has felt {o much of the old Law, he 
of treads the Thoughts of a new one. | 
You fay it is a Law firſt, then I ſay it muſt be obey d 
Bocffirſt; you ſay it is the only conſtituted way, then I fay it 
ant relieve any Soul till it be complied with as ſuch, 
a far} 2. It ſettles Men in Hypocriſy ; for the Law is the only 
 ſenfvay that Man by Nature knows of Salvation; and 
r driftberefore Men naturally fall in with the Law, and their 
Indeavouring to be ſaved by it, is all Hypocrity ; and there 
denq the fame Reaſon of this Law. When Men bear of a Law, 
inn$t pleaſes them (for Men come not to Chriſt till they ſee 
m (There is no way elſe) and they ſet about doing, and work- 
ng, while out of Chriſt, to get a Righteouſneſs of their 
pen, and fo periſh without God unbottom them. Nom. 2. 
28, 29. For he is not a Few who is one outnardly ; neither is 
nerathhat Circumciſſun which is outnard in the Fleſh ; but he is a Jew 
ho is one inwardly, and Circumciſion is that of the Hear: X 
1. t 
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the Spirit, and not in the Letter; whoſe Pr aiſe is mot of Men, buy La 
of God. And Row. 9. 30, 31, 32. What ſhall ve ſay then of 
That the Gentiles that followed not after Righteouſneſs, hav 
attained to Righteouſneſs, even the Righteouſneſs which is 4 
Faith; but Iſrael, who followed after the Law of Righteouſneſ; 
heve not attgined to the Lam of Righteouſneſs. Wherefore ? Be. 
cauſe they ſought it not by Faith, but as it nere by the Works 0 
the Law; for they ſtumbled at that ſtumbling Stone. Thi 
utmidlt Obedience Men can yield, upon a bottom of the 
Covenant of Works, and not from Union to Chriſt, is 
Hypocriſy. 

You fay it isa Law firſt, the only conſtituted, then cet: 

. tainly this muſt be in order to be obeyed firſt. 

3. To drive Men to Deſpair, if awakened ; if they have 

groſs Notions of the Law, they are fix d off from lirif 
upon a Covenant of Works; but if they have ſpiritua 

Notions of the Law, and find the more they do the more 
they may, that its demands can't be comply'd with, the 
ſeeing their former Guilt, Hypocriſy, and Miſtakes ; an 
being ignorant of Grace, Chriſt's Promiſes, and the waz 

of Believing, they fink into Deſpair, finding keeping this 
or any Law for Juſtification impoſſible. 

Its a Law firſt according to you, and the only conſtitu 
ted way ; therefore according to you it mult have a te 
dency to theſe Evils. 

And that this Notion of the Goſpel 1s very dangerow 
tending to great Evils, was ſo in the Judgment of Hol, 
Luther, who had found it fo in his own Experience, anc 
therefore warns Men againſt it as ſuch: 

See his Commentary upon the Galatians, lis words ot 
Chap. 2. 20. printed in Engliſh the Year 1616, fol. 88. bott 
pagees too long to tranſcribe in this place. 

And again, on Chap. 4. 4. fol. 183. both pages, where 
has theſe words, 

Furthermore this place alſo witneſſeth, that Chriſt 
* when the Time of the Law was accompliſhed, did abe 
liſh the ſame, and fo brought Liberty to thoſe that weil Co 
* oppreſſed therewith ; but made no New Law after, 
* beſides that Old Law of Aloſen. Wherefore the Monk: 
and Popith School-men do no leſs err, and blaſphe 
* Chriſt, in that they imagine that he hath given a I 

* 
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| to be no New LaÞ, 17> 
bu Law, beſides theLaw of Moſes ; then do the 7 ris,who vaunt 
en of their Mahomet as of a New Law-giver, after Chriſt, and 
har better than Chriſt; Chriſt then came not to aboliſh the Old 
is Law, that he might make a New; but as St. Paul faith 
met here, He mas ſent of his Father into the World, to redeem thoſe 
? Bel who were kept in Thraldom, under the Lam. Theſe words 
-ks off point out Chrilt lively and truly, they do not aftributeun- 
to him the Office, to make any New Law, but to Redeem 
chem who were under the Law : And Chriſt himſelf faith, 
I '9dge no Man; and in another place, I came not to judge 
the Wirld, but that the World ſhould be ſaved by me; that is 
Ito ſay, I came not to bring any Law, nor to judge Men 
according to the fame, as Moſer, and other Law-givers, 
bur I have a Higher and better Office. The Law killed you 
ili and I again do judge, condemn, and kill the Law, and fo 
deliver you from the Tyranny thereof. We that are old 
Men, who have been ſo nurſed up in this pernicious Do- 
arine of the 5 — that it bath taken deep Root even in 
our Bones and Marrow; have'conceived an Opinion quite 
A contrary to that which Paul here teacheth; for altho' we 
confeſſed with our Mouth, that Chriſt redeemed us from 


we thought him to be a Law-giver, a Tyrant, and a 
Judge, more terrible than Moſet himſelf. And this per- 
verſe Opinion we can't yet at this day, in ſo great light 
Jof the Truth, utterly reject, ſo ſtrongly are thoſe things 
J rooted in our Hearts, which we learn in our Youth : But 
you that are yet Young, and are not infected with this 
pernicious Opinion, may learn Chriſt purely, with leſs 
8 off difficulty than we that are Old can remove out of our 
bot Minds theſe blaſphemousImaginations which we have con- 
ceived of him. Notwithſtanding you have not utterly 
re bf eſcaped the Deceits of the Devil; for altho you be not as 
ret infected with this curſed Opiniou, that Chriſt is a 
briff Law-giver ; yet you have in you the Root whereof it 
aboſ ſpringeth ; that js, you have the Fleſh, Reaſon, and the 
wel Corruption of Nature, which can judge no otherwiſe of 
r, ¶ Chriſt, but that he is a Law-giver. Therefore you muſt 
enk endeavour with all your Power, to learn ſo to know, and 
dem to apprehend Chriſt, as St. Paul hath ſet him forth in this 
Nei place. But if beſides this 1 Corruption, there _ 
La . A 


the Tyranny of the Law; yet in very deed in our Heart + | 
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alſo cortupt and wicked Teachers (of whom the World ihn 
© full) they will increaſe this Corruption of Nature, and ſ b. 
* {hall the Evil be doubled; that is to ſay, evil Inffrutionf® 
* will increaſe and confirm the pernicious Error of blind"! 
* Reaſon, which naturally judgeth Chriſt to be a Law-giverF: 
and printeth that Error mightily in our Minds; that wit 
© out great Travel and Difficulty it can never be aboliſhed. nf 
Theſe are the words of that Man of God, that gloriowf®® 
luſtrument of Reformation in his day; and they are full 
and plain, and home: What would he have ſaid, if haf.“ 
had lived in our fad day. 
Arg. 7. If the Goſpel be a Law we are Saved or JuſtifiedÞ!® 
hy ſome Works, Righteouſneſs, or Obedience of our own. F7 
But we are not Saved or Juſtified by any Works, Righ ſr, 
tcoutneſs, or Obedience of our own. . 4 
Therefore the Goſpel is not a Lavw. ... -. 'v 
The conſequence of the Major I prove from the Nature by! 
and Definition of a Law, Take any definition of a Law ſn 
that ever was, or can be, let but the definitio and the def: 
nitum agree, and it will appear the Nature of it is ſuch C 
as authoritatively to call for, exact, require Obedience, ii ,/? 


it do not, its no Law. | 0 
Now it the Goſpel tave us as 2 Law, it muſt fave us by Fa | 


doing thus, calling ior exacting, requiring Obedience from 
us; and whatever we do in compliance with the GoſpelÞ'2! 
as 2 Law, muſt be our own Works, Righteouſneſs or Obe-J!" 
dience; tor, we are the Subjects and Agents. St 

Now tor the Minor. Go 

But we are not ſaved by any Works, Righteouſneſs, o of 
Obedience of our own, Ny 

1. Not before calling. 2 Tim. 1. 9. Who hath ſaved ws, Ins 
aul called us, with an holy Calling ; not according to our Works, at 
but according to his own Purpoſe and Grace, which was given|ſ< 
4s in Chriſt Feſus before the World began. Titus 3. 5. Not by 0 b 
IVorks of * s which we have done, but according to. 
his Mercy he hath ſaved us, by the waſhing of Regeneration, l. 
and renewing of the Holy Ghoſt. * 

2. Nor alter calling. Kom. 3. 28. Therefore we conclude," 


that a Man is juſtified by Faith, without the Deeds of the 
Lar. Rom. 4.1, 2, 3. What ſhall ne ſay then, that Abra- In 
am 


\ 


do be no Mew Law. 
rd Nam 09 Father, as pertaining to the Fleſh hath found! Far if 
nd (Abraham were juſtiſed by Works he hath whereof to Glory ; bur 
dio before God : for whath ſaith the Scripture, Abraham believed 
vino, and it was counted unto him for Righteouſneſs. Rom. 
ver 1. What ſhall we ſay then? ſhall ne Sin that Grace may 
vith bound? The very Objection that is made now,how does he 
ned. Inſwer it? Not by a diſtinction of Laws and Works, which 
riowhould have been according to the New Doctrine, and 
full Arhich would have ended the Controverſy; but he anfwers 
if hat with Abhorrence, God forbid : And with the indiſſoluble 
onnexion between Juſtification and Sanctification; as 
e do, and all muſt do that will defend the Doctrine of 
ufie Brace. How ſhall we that are dead to Sin, live any longer 
n. Perein, Ver. 2. Tis impoſſible. Phil. 3. 8, 9. Yea doubr- 
digh ſe, and I count all things loſs, for the excellency of the Inon- 
Age of Chriſt Feſus my Lord, for whom I have ſuffered the 
of all things; and do count them but Dung, that 1 may win 
ature2ri/f. And be found in him, not having mine own Righte- 
Law [#ſneſs, which is of the Law, but that which is through the 
def aith of Chriſt, the Righteouſmeſs which is of God by Faith, 
ſuch} Cor. 4. 4. For I know nothing by my ſelf, yet am I not here 
4 juſt ified. 

cer i The Biſhop of Lincoln, ſpeaking of Titus 3. 4, 5, 6. and 
us by . 3. 9. has theſe words, I know what little Shitts, 
from {ome have made uſe of to evade theſe Places, and the 
oſpell force of the Reaſon drawn from them; who would per- 
Obe-{wade us, that the Righteouſneſs of the Law, in whicl: 
St. Paul deſires not to be found, is to be meant either 
1, Of the Moſaical Law, Ceremonial or Judicial ; Or 2. 
3, 0 of the Righteouſneſs of the Moral Law, performed by 
his own Strength, before his Converſion. 3. But not of 
his Obedience to the Moral Law, by the help of Grace 

Vorkspfter bis Converſion ; ſeeipg it is improbable he ſhoul 
iven{<count his Evangelical fincere Obedience Loſs and 
dor by Dung, and defire not to be found in it, ſeeing without ſuch. 
ing i bedience and Holineſs no Man ſhalt ſee the Lord. p.157, 
Aion, 155, — 168. Where this great and excellent Man, by 
y ſolid and ſubſtantial Reaſons ſhews, that the Righte- 
clade, Ineſs here he calls his own, was not the firſt os ſecond, 
of theÞ* that Righteouſneſs of Sanctification he had, being 
a bra. pnverted, the FA of Grace, and the Spirit of God; 
bam C 2 and 
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20 Arguments pwoving the Golpel 
and that the Righteouſneſs which he only relied upon fo ne 
' Juſtification was, 1. That of our Bleſſed Saviour, ſufferff ac 
ng and fatisfying for our Sins. 2. The RighteouſnefF ar 
of God accepting it for us, and imputing it to us. F fo 
And the Righteouſneſs of Faith receiving and only appliſ b 
ing it, ſo that it becomes ours, and we come to have thi} © 
Benefit of it, the very ſame Righteouſneſs which uſually* p! 
in Scripture has all theſe Appellations : p. 168. Not you b 
© New-Law-Righteouſneſs : for p. 160. he ſays, © When H. ac 
© rejects his own Righteouſneſs, which is of the Law, ti. h 
Moral Law he muſt mean, there being no other L“ © 
© then, the Moſaical being aboliſhed, in relation to whic* r 
© he could be Righteous. Then, I perceive, according | 
his Judgment, yeur New Law and New-Law-Righteouſ tl 
nels, are juſt nothing at all: For you ſee he ſays expreſly} © 
and which is more, he proves what he ſays, that then theil! E 
was no other Law beſides the Moral, in relation to which* b 
he could be righteous. | iq 
V. Turret. Inſtit. Vol. 2. p.700. Th. 12. Wherethat 1 ; - 
EY 


comparable Man, by ſeven Scriptural Arguments, prov 
that Works after Converſion are excluded Juſtification. 
' Aſſemb. Conf. ch. 11. 1. Thoſe whom God effeQhuallf* f 
© calleth, he alſo freely juſtifieth, not by infuſing Rightg* c 
< ouſneſs into them, but by pardoning their Sins, and bÞ* f 
© accounting and accepting their Perſons as Righteou * 
© not for any thing wrought in them, or done by then“ c 
but for Chriſt's fake alone, not by imputing Faith l. © 
< ſelf, the Act of Believing, or any other Evangelical Obg* C 
dience to them, as their Righteouſneſs; but by imputinſ* f 
© the Obedience and Satisfaction of Chriſt unto them, thq* » 
< receiving and reſting on him, and his Righteouſnels H' r 

© Faith, which Faith they have not of themſelves, it is t 
© Gift of God. 25 | 
2. © Faith thus receiving and reſting on Chriſt and IF c 
© Righteouſneſs, is the alone Inſtrument of Julbticatioof © 
© yet it is not alone in the Perſon juſtified, but is ever af _ 
companied with all other ſaving Graces, and is no deſſtit 
Faith, but worketh by Love. Chap. 14. 2. and Chap. 1} * 
2. quoted under the 4th Argument. ! 


Lorg. Catech. Oweft. 70, 71, 72, 73. 1 


* Juſtification is an Act of God's Frbe Grace, unto Siff 1 


L 


to be no Mew Law. "Ir" 
ners, in which he pardoneth all their Sins, accepteth and 
fen accounteth their Sar I righteous in his ſight ; not for 
unelf any thing wrought in them, or done by them, but 2 


0 


proper, real, and full Satisfaction to God's Juſtice, in the 
behalf of them that are Juſtified ; yet in as much as God 
accepteth the Satisfaction from a Surety, which he might 
have demanded of them, did provide this Surety, his 
con only Son, imputing his Righteouſneſs to them, and 
ic requiring nothing of them for their Juſtification, but 
Faith, which alſo is his Gift; their Juſtification is to 
* them of Free Grace. : 
© Juſtifying Faith is a Saving Grace, wrought in the 
* Heart of a Sinner by the Spirit and Word of God, where- 
ic by he being convinced of his Sin and Miſery, and of the 
* difability in himſelf, and all other Creatures, to recover 
it in? him out of his loſt Condition; not only aſſenteth to the 
Drovi* Truth of the Promiſe of the Goſpel, but receryeth and 
e refteth upon Chriſt and his 1 therein held 
tuallſ* forth; for Pardon of Sin, and for the accepting and ac- 
ight{* counting of his Perſon Righteous, in the Sight of God, 
d b for Salvation. | 
reou Faith juſtifies a Sinner in the Sight of God, not be- 
then cauſe of other Graces, which do always accompany it, or 
ith “ of good Works that are the Fruits of it; nor as if the 
 Obq* Grace of Faith, or any Act thereof, were imputed to him 
wutinj* for his Juſtification; but only as it is an Inſtrument b 
, th4* which he receiveth and applieth Chriſt and his Ri 
els H' neſs. : 
is tl] Short Catech. Qu. 33. © Juſtification is an Act of God's 
* Free Grace, wherein he pardoneth all our Sins, and ac- 
1d I cepteth us as Righteous in his Sight, only for the Righte- 
atiolÞ* ouſneſs of Chriſt imputed to us, and received by Faith alone. 
er al The 29 Articles, the 11th of them, which is of the Ju- 
o dei ſtification of Man, ſpeaks thus | 
ap. 1} © We are accounted Righteous before God, only for the 
Merit of our Lord and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, by Faith; and 
not for our own Works or Deſervings. Wherefore that 
o Siſẽ we are juſtified by Faith only, is a molt wholeſome Do- 
1 cs, | < ctrine, 


Py 
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Stine, and very full of Comfort, as molt largely expreſſed 
in the Homily of Juſtification. 


I think it's pretty plain theſe Authors never _ of _ 


Juſtification by your up-ſtart New-Law-Righteouſneſs, its 

lain, I fuppoſe if any thing can be plain; yea, by no 
Righteouſncs at all but Chriſt's apprehended, received by 
Faith alone, as the Aſſembly have it, through which we 


are juſtified by Faith only, according to the Archbiſhoxs 


and Biſhops, and whole Clergy, in the Convocation 1562, ſſh 


in their Articles. 


Ad hominem Arg. That which has been the concurrent 
non ad rem. Judgment of the Generality, if not all God- 


ly, learned Anti-Arminian Divines, Foreign 
and Domeſtick, till Mr. Baxter aroſe, to new Model the 
Goſpel, by his Aphoriſms, ought not to be imputed to me, 
as matter of Novelty or Heterodoxy. 

But what I affert has been the concurrent Judgment of 
the Generality, if not all Godly, learned Anti-Arminian 
Divines, Foreign and Domeſtick, till Mr. Baxter aroſe, to 
new Model the Goſpel by his Aphoriſms. 

Ergo. 

The Minor I prove by Authorities, ſome of them. See 


Mr. Gondwin's True Mature of the Goſpel, from p. 29 to 40. . 


2 he has collected ſeveral of them, to which I refer the 
eader. 
Turret. Inſtit. Vol. 2. p. 433. An (hriſtus fit vel dici 
#. Legiſlator * Reſpondemus paucis, Chriſtum ſpectari poſſe 
2 — vel abſolute & Thrologice, quatenus eff Niryes, & 


| idems Deut, cum Patre & Spiritu Santto, vel relate & æcono- 


mic, quate nut eft e Y Mediator, inter Deum & ho- 
mines. Priori Reſpetty eff unut ille Legiſlator, qui poteſt ſer- 
ware: & perdere, Jac. 4. 12. poſteriori nec proprie eſt Legiſlator, 
gt Moſes fuit, quia Moſs ejuſ; Legi opponitur, ut Gratia & 
weritatis Author. Joan, 1. 17. nec principaliter : quia præcipu- 
um eres Oſſicium fuit yevelare nobis — Evangelii. 


Nikhil obſtat tamen eum dici Legiſlatorem ſecundarid & minus |, 


principaliter, tum quia fuit reſtaurator & vindex legis, tum 
quia Rex eft & capnt ) Encleſie ſue. Regum autem eſt Leges 
condere, unde vacatur MANN Iſa. 33. 22. Er Doftrina Chriſti 
Suar etiam habet legem qe fidem & obedientiam vitæ nobis 


te 


ini 


WH 


Vo 
1 


preſcribit, |, * 


ſeal do be no Mew Law. 23 
lied l, cribit ſenſu Lex ſubordinatur Evangelio © Exangeli- 

| 1 CE Lex Fidei, Lex gie eng Lex Spi- 
t ol vite. Refte tamen noſtri negant contra Pontificios, & So- 
its ant, Chrifum e ſſe wie pig quatenus ws. rnd denotat 
no, [ nova precepta morali 


no ert novas leges ia quæ in ipſa 
| byBege — —— — in ea ſuum — 1. 
6. Volum, p. 189 th. 12. p. 219 th. 24. | 
15} Further for the Minor, I will only ſhew, that my good 


Biſhop of Lincoln (as I think, in one place of your anſwers 
to me, you call him) thought Mr. Baxter's Aphoriſms to 
be the Book that deviated from the Doctrine of the Refor- 
ned Churches. See the latter end of Mc. ayo's Preface, 
and agreeably thereto, the Biſhop's Books, p. 80, 81. has 
heſe words; Sure I am, no Reformed Church in Chri- 
ftendom, nor any learned Divine of our own Church, I 
have yet met with, and you cite none before the year 

1640, ever admitted that Senſe of St. James his words, 
t of Þ which Popiſh or Socinian writers put upon them, or con- 
uan Þ ceived them to be any proof of Juſtification, coram Deo, 
to] by our own Works, and inherent Righteouſneſs. And, 

. 101. ſpeaking to the Perſons to whom he writ, he having 

uoted ſome Authors that were of His Mind: The Biſhop 
See fells him, - You cite not any one who writ any thing this 
49. Fray, before the Year 1640. And p. 132, 133. he writes 
hus, Whereas had you (who ſaid before, neither Ho- 
mily nor Scripture ſay any thing of the imputation of 
hriſts Righteouſneſs) faith this good Biſhop, * diligently 
read and underſtood (as I fear you have not) Scripture, 
T Fthe Ancient Fathers, the Publick Confeſſions of Proteſtant 
0n0- Churches, eſpecially our own, in her Articles and Ho- 
' ho- | milies, and the approved Writings of their Pious and 
ſcr- F Learned Divines, you might have found their concurrent 
aror, and conſtant belief of the 1mputed Righteouſneſs of our 
{ © FBleſſed Saviour, concurring to our Juftification. Sure 1 
1P4- bm that all the Learned Divincs, . and Dutiful Sons of the 
elii. Church of England, who have writ of our Juſtification, 
nus ram Deo, before the late unhappy Rebellion (at leaſt all 1 
tum have met with) ſuch as Biſhop Fenel, Hooker, Reynolds, 


get Whitaker, Davenant, Field, Downham, John White, &c. do 
a conſtantly 
s 


ibit, I. Not in your New Law ſenſe, for he makes the Goſpel the 
Poctrine and Promiſe of Grace the ſamę 
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conſtantly prove and vindicate the imputation of our Blefſed | {i 
Saviour's Righteouſneſs, agun® the contrary Doctrine of {| ? 
Racovia and Rome, Papiſts and Socinians : So that in truth ſt 
it is only you, and ſome Neorericks, who finge the Ve. 
1649. deny ſuch imputation, cum veritatis damno; &Ecclefe | 
ſcandals, to the prejudice of Truth, and the Scandal of our I 
Church and Religion. NT IL | 

Mr. Baxter's Aphoriſins firſt came out 1649, was th" 
firſt Book he publiſhed, and to the laſt he adored to the ne 
- ſubſtance of it, p. 691, 692, of Calany's Abridgment. bo. 

V. Method, Theolog. at the end of this Book; ſhc 
Thus much for Arttuuinia for the Negative, the firſſ or 
thing that was propounded. Lif 
No I come to the | 


II. To anſwer Objections to the contrary. 3 

Object. 1. The Goſpel is ſeveral times called a Law in 
Holy Writ, 1/a. 2. 3. and 42. 4. Rom. 3. 27. and 8. 
Gal. 6. 2. Fame, 1. 25. and 2. 8, 12. 

- Anſwer, Nothing is meant by theſe Places in 1ſaiah bu 
the Doctrine of the Goſpel ; for the Hebrews uſed to ca fun 
any Doctrine a Law in an improper Senſe ; as appears I Net 
many Inſtances that might be produced out of the Pſala Not, 
and Proverbs. | Tse 
In Rom. 3. 27. nothing elſe is to be underſtood; for Ne 
is plain that a Law in ſtrict propriety of Speech, is 'nof>"" 
meant, that is ſuch an one as requires Faith as ſuch a Con At, 
dition of it, as that upon the fulfilling of it Men ſhould b uc 

Pardoned and Saved; for this would make it militate wit! ** 
the whole Context; for ſo Faith is a Work, for Law an th 
Works are mutually related to, and eſtabliſh one angtherſ here 
But the Law of Faith is the ine of Faith, called Jt 
Law, becauſe he was. ſpeaking of the Law, and the Feyfſ***< 
loved and affected the Word Law; becauſe of the Law A 
Mhſes, which they were ſo fondly unreaſonably tenacious ol 
which was their great bar to the receiving the Goſpel. Hp 

This Law of Faith is ſuch a Law, as all and all mann h A 

of boaſting is excluded by it, and all manner of Worksf'*©© 
and ſuch a Law as this will never ſerve their turn, w 25 
make the Goſpel a Law in a proper Senſe, requiring Faitlf< D 
Repentance, ſincere Obedience; as the — ] ithoi 
Incatic 


- 


e Rification and Life; by which Boaſting and Works muſt 
of eee be brought into the buſineſs of Salvation or Ju- 
cation. 3 
— That this Law of Faith excludes all Boaſting and all 
fs Works, is plain from the Verſe it ſel£ Whereis Boaſt- 
gur ing then? It is excluded; by what Law of Works? nay 
" but by the Law of Faith. Now for a fallen Sinner to ful- 
fil this New Law, and go with this New-Law-Rightcoul- 
the veſs in his Hand to God, lays the greateſt Foundation of 
I boaſting in the World, according to the Senſe of the Bi- 
ok ſhop of Lincoln, quoted before under the ſecond Argument; 
or then ſuch an one with this Righteouſneſs may demand 
Life, ex vi federis; and op ification will be 4 juſt 
Debt, due to us by fulfilling the Condition of this Neu- 
Law-Righteouſneſs : For, ſays the Biſhop, it is undeniably” 
certain, Love conditione, &c. i. e. The Condition of any 
ju Covenant being perform d, whatever was promiſed there- 
by, become a Debt due to him performing it, and that 
in Juſtice and by virtue of that Covenant. So that it 
ays the greateſt ground of boaſting that can be, for a fallen 
c inner, yea greater than Adam could have had if he had 
pt the whole Law, and had never Sinned: For had he 
PA ot Sinned he had then acted according to the rectitude of 
is Nature; whereas the fallen Sinner, by [fulfilling this 
or i 


8. 
bu 


s ew-Law-Righteouſneſs, acts in direct oppoſition to the 
sing pravity of his Soul, in all its Faculties, and fo does 
hat which is vaſtly inconceivably more, and ſo lays by fo 
auch as it is the more, the more ground for boaſting. 


ö 


wy And that this is the ſenſe appears from the following 
Inh Verſe, it excludes all Works; Faith it ſelf as a Work. 
chet erefore we conclude, i. e. from the former Diſcourſe of 


uſtification, that a Man is juſtified by Faith, not as the 


Fe latter of our Righteouſneſs in part, or in the whole, but 
JR apprebending the Righteouſneſs of God, Ver. 21, 22. 
us olat is Chriſts, God accepting it for us, and imputing it to 


F. according to the Biſhop of Lincoln, as cited under the 
ann Argument. Further, by Faith, as apprehending the 
orks race of God, the Redemption and Blood of Chriſt. Ver. 

, 25, theſe held forth in the Promiſes, it follows; without 


Fait e Deeds of the Law, i. e. of any Law, or any Deeds, 
F | thout the Deeds of your N ay w. bi lex non diſtin- 
| | guit, 


iu be nu em Law, oy 23 7 
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guit, non eſt diſtinguendum. Now ſuch a Law as this can be no- 
thing but a Doctrine and Promiſe of Grace. For give Grace 
its due, and the Righteouſneſs and Sacrifice of Chriſt their 
due, the Promiſes their due, and Faith its due, and what is 
your New Law, and your New-Law-Righteouſnels ? 

Rom. 8. 2. For the Law of the Spirit of Life, in me 
fas, hath made me free from the Law of Sin and Death. Here 
this Law of the Spirit of Life that is in Chriſt Jeſus, 1; 
the Bleſſed Spirit of God himſelf, as Calling, Regenera- 
ting, Renewing, in and through Union with Jeſus Chriſt, 
called a Law. becauſe of his efficacious, powerful Work 
ing therein. This is Dr. Facombs Senſe upon the place 
And what if the Goſpel, as the Spirits Inſtrument, b 
taken in according to 1 Cor. 4. 15. For in Mriſt Feſus I hat 
begotten you, through the Goſpel ; wherein will the Truth! 
am pleading be injur d? 

For Gal. 6. 2. Nothing but that Precept there mentione 
(for the words are, Bear ye one anothers Burdens, and ſo ful 
fil rhe Law of Chriſt) is meant; called the Law of Chri 
becauſe commanded by him, and ſuitable to his bleſſe 
Temper, both that of his own Perſon, and that he work 
in all his Members. 

Beſides the Moral Law, the whole Moral Law 1s the La 
of Chriſt; for he was the Lawgiver, he delivered the I. 
eli es from Fzypt, he conducted them through the Wilde: 
neſs, and he gave that Law to that People, tor Goſpel end: 
and it is his Law (till, and will be his Law to the end 
the World: by which the World and the Church are g 
vern'd, by him, and by which they muſt both one day 
judecd by him. 

As to the places in the Apoſtle Famer, the ſame Mo 
Law 1s ſtill meant ; for 1t's that Law that diſcovers a M 
to himſelf, Ch. 1. 24. It's this that is the perfect Law 
Liberty, that if a Man obſerve ſincerely, Evangelically 
a Rule of Life, he ſhall be blefled in his Deed, ver. 
And that this is the Royal Law, Chap. 2. 8. is clear, if 
loving our Neighbour as our ſelf, mentioned in the 12: 
Verſe can make it ſp: Surely that this is the Law of 
Ten Commandments, the Subſtance of all the Second 1 
ble of them. And for ver. 12. So fpeat, and ſo do, as! 
that be judged by the Law of Liberty, And what this 
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of Liberty is, by which we muſt be Judged, wer. 12. See 
verſes 11, 10, 9,S. all which ſpeak of God's Moral Law, and 
make it as plain as can be. 

Now this Law becomes a Royal Law, and a Perfect Law w- 
of Liberty indeed, through Goſpel Grace, it being ingraft- 
ed upon the Stock thereof; whereby Believers Hearts are in- 
larged to run the ways of God's commands contained therein. 

That the Senſe I have given, is the Senſe of our Refor- 
x" See ou words in Mr. G:vdpin's Nature of the Go- 
Pel, P. 37, 38, 39, 40. 

That 75 N 3 is what I have ſaid, according to 
the Biſhop of Lincoln's Judgment. See his words, p. 158, 159. 
Hecauſe that Law, ſpeaking of the Ceremonial, never 
was the Rule and Meaſure of the Righteouſneſs, by which 
Men were to be judged, and receive the Senterice of Ju- 
{fication or Condemnation ; but as St. James tells us, it 
is lex libertatis, lex regia, the Moral Law, which is the 
Rule and Meaſure of Righteouſneſs, by which we, both 
Fews and Gentiies muſt be Judged, Juſtified or Condemned. 
For 1. As it is impoſſible there ſhould be any Sin, which 
is not a Tranſgreſſion of the Moral Law, either immedi- 
ately, or mediante lege poſitiva, for the breach of any poſi- 
tive Law of God, or any juſt Law or Command of Men, 
is evidently a Tranſgreſſion of the Law of Nature, which 
requires Obedience to ſuch Laws and Commands. So 
2, It is impoſſible there ſhould be any Obedience to any 
juſt Law, which 1s not alſo an Obſeryation of the Moral 
Law, which injoyns and requires ſuch Obedience. Hence 
it is that this Moral Law is the only adequate Rule and 
Meaſure of all Humane Actions, of their rectitude and 
moral Obliquity, according to which we muſt be judged at 
God's Tribunal, and receive the Sentence of Juſtification or 
Condemnation : And then, p. 160. he ſhews there was no 
other Law in relation to which a Man could be Righteous, ' 
as I told you under the 7th Argument. 

Object. 2. Then there are no ſuch things as Goſpel Duties. 

1. I Anſwer. If By Goſpel- Duties Men mean ſuch as 
are not all commanded or required in the Law, there ate 
none; for there is nothing at all commanded in the Goſpel, 
but what was long before commanded in the Law, or elſe 
the Law of God is not the perfect Standard of all Righte- 

D 2 puſncfs 
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ouſnels and Goodneſs ; which certainly it is, for it is Holy, 
tuft, and Good ; fo that nothing that is Holy, nothing 
that is juſt, nothing that is Good, but is commanded in 
it. See Argument the 5th, and the laſt Quotation under 
the 1/7 Objection; or elſe ſome Sin even by the Law is al- 
lowed, and ſo no Sin: And what a Reflection this would 
caſt upon the Bleſſed God is very eaſy to ſee, and would 
be as ſoon abhorr'd as ſeen. 

All the Queſtion is about Faith and Repentance; for as 
to Love, and all other things of a Moral Nature, there can 
be no queſtion of their being required in the Law: And 
tor Faith in God there can be no queſtion neither ; and 1s 
not Chriſt God? And for Faith in Chriſt, as Mediator 
God-Man, is not that commanded in the Firſt Com- 
mandement 2? For a ſpecial Conſideration of an Object can't 
make it wholly New, another thing, ſo that it ſhould not 
be required therein; beſides, is not this required therein, 
that whatever ſubſequent Revelations of himſelf, God 
ikould make, Man ſhould receive them from him: Then 
is not Faith in all the Goſpel Revelations commanded there- 
in, 2 vec are not required thereby to believe what God 
1a1tt, 

And for Repentance, what is it but the fallen Creatures 
return to a Courſe of Holy Obedience, which he had apo- 
{tatized from? And what Obedience is there, but what the 
Law requires? And that whether with reſpect to God or 
Man; does not the Law require that we ſhould love God 
with all our Hearts, and all our Minds, and all our Souls; 
and 15 not this to repent of Sin, and turn from 1t unto all 
new Obedience? And for what reſpects Man, there is no 
place for doubt: So that both of them, Faith and Repen- 
tance are commanded, yea moſt certainly commanded in 
the Law, as gwen to fallen Creatures. 

Do not Expoſitors of the Decalogue go this way. 

Jurretine in his Inſtitutes, Vl. 2. p. 433. th. 9. has theſe 
words, Licet files, &c. Altho' Faith in Chriſt, which is 
* preſcribed in the Goſpel, may be ſaid to be New, with a 
* reſpect unto its Object, which is only revealed in the Go- 
* {pel ; notwithftanding it belongs unto the Law, as to the 
Act and Obligation by which we are bound to believe 
* God, and every Word of his. Repentance alſo belongs = 

tne 
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the Law, not as given to the firſt Man, but agrepeated to 
ſinful Man, and illuſtrated by the Goſpel, and materially, 
if not formally, beeauſe it preſcribes and teaches the man- 
ner of Repentance. | 

2. But yet that there are ſome Duties, that may in a 


enſe proper enough, be ſtiled Goſpel Duties, I do not at 


deny; and yet it will not follow, that the Goſpel muſt 


eds, becauſe of that, be a New Law: For ſome Duties 


be called Goſpel-Duties, as more plainly diſcovered 
nd explained in the Goſpel, as more peculiarly ſuited to 
he Nature of its Doctrines and Truths, as preſſed from 
oſpel Motives, and conſidered ſo as not to be done but 


y the Grace of the Goſpel ; and fo all the Duties of the 


w are Goſpel Duties, as alſo to be done for Goſpel ends, 
nd ſo too in this Senſe all the Duties of the Law are Go- 
xl-Duties ; but (till the Law is the Rule of Obedience, 
1 the Goſpel 15 that by which alone we are brought to 
eld Obedience to it, Fer. 31, 33. and Heb. 8. 10. Fur- 
er, ſome Duties are more peculiarly adapted and ſuited 
the Diſcoveries, Times, and Diſpenſation of the Goſpel ; 
ch eſpecially are the Inſtitutions of Worthip in the New 
eſtament, Church-Fellowſhip, Order, Miniſtry, Bap- 
m, Lord's-Supper, Prayer, Preaching, Hearing, &c. but 
ll theſe are commanded too in the Law, in the ſecond 
Ommand ; for there all uncommanded Mediums of Wor- 
ip are forbidden, and all Inſtituted ones are injoined : 
ut theſe may very properly be called Goſpel-Inſtitutions, 
d Goſpel Duties, as obſerved by us, as they were not 
me of them appointed before, and are all of them eſpecially 
3 and ſuited to the Diſcoveries, Grace, and Ends 
ereof, 
Object. 3. The Goſpel is a Law, becauſe of its Threat- 
ings, for it belongs to a Law to threaten its Tranſgreſſors. 
Anſw. As ſaid before concerning Goſpel Duties, fo I 
y ſay here concerning Goſpel Threatnings ; for indeed 
woperly ſpeaking, the Goſpel has no Threatnings, fo as to 
Infiſt therein; but they annexed thereunto, and going 
ung therewith, i. e. with the diſpentation thereof, threat- 
nes that in a Senſe may be called Goſpel-threatnings : 
to? indeed ſtrictly ſpeaking, as all the Precepts of the Go- 
1 are Precepts of the Law, fox it belongs unto a Law to 
command 
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command Authoritatively, according to Argument tlie &? 
venth; ſo are all the Threatnings of the Goſpel Threatning of 
of the Law too; for it is the Law being violated that Cur 
ſes and mult do fo, it's proper and indeed peculiar to it * 
in that caſe. All Mankind by Nature are under th. 0 
Firſt Covenant, and (becauſe Sinners) under the Curſe M 
it: Now in this Condition the Goſpel finds every one M 
them, to whom it comes, and having provided (i. e. Got 9 
therein) diſcovers, and tenders a Remedy, a Glorious, All 
{ſufficient one; if thts be imbraced Man is brought fron 


or 


under that Covenant, the Exactions and Curſe of it; fro. : 
under it as a Covenant, and only under it as a Rule. Buff." 


in cafe the Goſpel, proviſion that it diſcovers and tendet _ 


be rejected, then the Goſpel threatens.and curſes, i. e. mak” 
uſe of the Law its threatnings for that end; but this E.“ 
only by Accident, its Grace being rejected, and the Wratſ®'* 
the Curſe of the Law thereby too is dreadſully inflamed. 1 
But the Goſpel docs not make Men miſerable, that the 10 C 
ſelves and the Law has done, only when it is rejected Pt 
leaves them ſo, and becauſe their Sin is thereby diſmal{”* 
aggravated, therefore their Wrath is fo too; but ſtill it 3 
the Law-wrath the Law-curſe; the Goſpel in it ſelf coſ a. 
ſidered to its own Nature, is nothing but Grace, Promiſ 
Bleſſings; and how can theſe Curſe? Theſe can no me Nis 
curſe, than the La can bleſs. Fa. 

V. Wuf. de Federe, Lib.3. Scl. 21. at the end of the oY 


{tra1 


lica 

Queſtions touching the New-Law. 6 

1. Whether the Moral Law does not ſerve for all thee * 
of a Law to fallen Man, both Regenerate and. Unre = 
nerate. Vil. Aſſemblies lars. Catec. Queſt. 94, 95, 96, der 
and Conf. ch. 19. 2, 5, 6. the words of which ſee un. 7 
Argument 5th; and by the way I can ſee no Law "5 
the Aſſembly knew cf, they make no mention of your NJ Jen 
Law; which methinks they ſhonkl have done, eſpeci; ma 
t not only true, but neceſſary; but they nderttood a 
Grace of God too well, to give any Countenance to 00 
the whole urrent of their Doctrine being inconſiſtent v BY 


it, repugnant unto it, as well as the Contefltns of th 
ther Reformed Churches are as ſilent in it as they, 


to be no New Law. 3r 


2. Then what uſe can there be of this Law? which you 
nin y is the ſupreme Law to Man in his fallen State; and 
Cu phether it can be of any uſe, without Man have power to 
to ey it? Whether without this it is poſſible to attain any 
Fh etul end, and ſo be not altogether unworthy of God? And 

hether the very ſuppoſal of it does not neceſſarily eftabliſh 


e Se 


— 5 tee-Will, the great Diana of Fong Nature, of carnal 
caſon, and the very Venome of the whole Arminian Hy- 


All otheſis? Z . 
z. Wherein conſiſts the Grace cf it? What does it do 
For Sinners, give to Sinners; for Grace is a vaſtly doing, 
Bring thing, according to my firſt Argument? Are not 

Trace and a Law contrary ? Row. 4. 4. and Row. 11. 6. 


— Ind if by Grace, then it ts no more of Wirks, othermiſe Grace 
his I no more Grace; but if it be of Works, then it is no more 
Vento Ace, otherwiſe Work 1s n0 more Work, 

med. 4: Was it not forg d in the dark Shop of the School-men, 


chenlin the diſmalleſt Times of Anti-chriftiamifm, on purpoſe to 
ed ſupport their Hypotheſis, of the Merit of Works? Was it 
not afterwards ſpcedily catch d at by Socinus, with a deſign 
to oppoſe the Imputation of the Redeemer's Righteouſmeſs; 
and then lick d up by Epiſcopius, and the Dutch Remon- 
mill ſtrants for the {ame Reaſon ? = 

5. Is not the Deſign cf it to bring in and eſtabliſh a 
Righteouſneſs of our own, in Juſtification called by ſome 
Evangelical, by ſome Subordinate, but truly Anti-Evange- 
lical, and oppoſite to Grace, and Chriſt's Righteouſneſs? 

6. Whether our Bleſſed Firſt Reformers, and our Anti- 
Arminian Divines, before 1640, knew of 1t ; or were they 
I Anti-Nomians? Were Luther and Calvin, who oppoſed 
4 chem when they firſt roſe, Antimonians ? 

'F 7. Whether it have not obſcured Goſpel Grace, accord- 
ing to the firſt Argument, does not confound the two Co- 
Nvenants; according to the Second leave not fallen Man with- 
- out Relief; according to the Third, lay not a wrong Foun- 
1 | dation for good Works and Obedience; according to the 
Fourth, make not the Law of God imperfect; according 
to the Fifth, contain not the Evils mentioned in the Sixth, 
do not eſtabliſh Works in Juſtification according to the Se- 
venth; be not Novel according to the Eighth, and dange- 
rous according to them all? 
| 8. Whether 


mall 


I 
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8. Whether underſtanding Rom. 3. 22. ſo as to make th. 

Goſpel a proper ſtrict Law, does not make the Holy Spin 9 

— . himſelf, and ſo charge Falſhood upon him? FF 

9. Whether this New Law does not make void the Old By 
contrary to Mat. 5. 18. Kom. 3. 31. for you fay it is th, 
ſupream Law, norma Officii & Fudicii, Heb. 8. 13. F. 
| 2 Whether it do not ſtrike at its Perfection, and ſo at i in 
Author? a 

11. If the Old Law be not made void, how far is! 'T 
obliging? what uſe is it of, and in what caſes ? | 

12. Whether our New Law Men be not Anti-nomian 
as to Principle, with reſpect to God's Law. } 

13. Whether Men that hold what we do, of the Lai 1 
and Goſpel; that is, that there is but one Law, and on 0 
Goſpel, and have ſuch Notions of both as not at all to con 15 
found them, but to keep them diſtinct; making the Lay If 
a pure Doctrine of Works, and the Goſpel a pure Doctrine off? 
Grace, and that in order to the ends of each, attaining the endy}, uf 
of the Law by theGoſpel,not vice verſa can beAnti-nomians? 

14. Whether an Anti-nomian be not a Villain, eſpeci- 
ally a Preacher of Anti-nomianiſm, the worſt of Villains 
as not only violating the Laws of God himſelf, but teach 
ing others ſo to do; and ſo be not incapable of Salvation y 
AMatth. 5. 19. 

15. Whether it do not allow Sin, requiring only, and 
accepting, and as our juſtifying Righteouſneſs, imperfect 
i. e. ſinful Obedience? | 

16. What are the Sins againſt it, and how are they par- nen 
doned Sins againſt the Law, are pardoned by the Goſpel; |, 
but how are the Sins againſt this Goſpel-Law pardoned 
Or does it condemn and pardon the ſame Perſons at theſte 
ſame time? A Law once violated, and ſo condemning, canon 
never pardon nor juſtify, except all its demands be com- 
plyed with. Or does it only condemn final Impenitenc 
and Unbelief? Then how extreamly imperfect is it; andſm 
then for all other Sins Men are under the Moral Law, — 


or none at all, there being no Sins but theſe. - 40 
I have finiſhed the Second Thing I propoſed ; I proceed Ir i 


uy 


III. To anſwer Mr.Barret's Arguments for the Affirmative. +1 
You ſay, is it for Peoples Inſtruction and Edification to 


tell 


. to be no New Law, - 
Sul them with ſo much Confidence, that the Goſpel is no 
pin; without informing them in what ſenſe you take the 
0⁰ ord Goſpel. Having taken ſome notice of this elſewhere, 
h chall not Am agere, only fay this is you miſtake, Vid. 
is tuen ſonal Refleftions, at the end. a 
at 1 You tell me I know what the Apoſtle fays of this Do- 
Frine of the Goſpel, That it teacheth, yea commandeth us 
ſat denying, Cc. Tit. 2, 10, 11, 12. 
To this I fay, the Grace of God there, ver. 11. is the Go- 
. Wl called in the Verſe before, the Doctrine of God our 
ang viour, and faid to bring Salvation, i. e. that doth actu- 
ly exhibit and give, as well as offer to Sinners the Salva- 
on that it hath provided for them. Thus when it is re- 
F:ved, it doth effectually teach us, that denying, 8c. but 
doth not as a Law command it antecedently to its doing 
; but uſes the Precepts of the Law for this purpoſe, to 
quire it antecedently. Vid. Anſw. to the 24 Object. and 
_ zo'the 1ff and 2d Arguments. 
In the next place you promiſe to tell me plainly, what 
Jou underfland by the Goſpel or Covenant of Grace. 
wy 4»fw. Your plain Account of it to me is very obſcure 
d unintelligible. 
You ſay, you take it for a gracious Divine Conſtitution. 
Lask what is a Conſtitution ? Is it that ſettled Order of 
od's Appointment, wherein he ſaves Sinners through the 
teritorious Redemption of the Lord Jeſus, purchaſing the 
leſſings of Life for them, and in purſuance thereof, giving 
ſpel Tem unto them. In this ſenſe I own the Goſpel is a Gra- 
4 tous Divine Conſtitution, or a Law in ſuch a ſenſe as the 
F the Ew of Nature is taken: If this be your Senſe you and 1 
Fre agreed, the Controverſy is ended : Ordoyou mean by 
mfonſtitution, a Law, as {ometimes it hath ſuch a ſenſe, 
oMYhen there is no more in it than Invaſion is Invaſion; for 
Adu fay it's a Conſtitution founded on the Work of Re- 
nJ:mption, by Jeſus Chriſt, and the Satisfaction he hath gi- 
Wen to Divine Juſtice. What you mean by theſe words 
oy do not well know 2 Do you mean that Chriſt hath ſo 
r ſatisfied Divine Juſtice, and wrought out Redemption 
Fr all Mankind, as that he hath merited at the Hand of 
Wwe. pod this Conſtitution for them *. If this be your Senſe 
— E which 
* This is your Senſe ; ſee Anſw. to my Arguments, p. 13, or 14. 


- 
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which is the Senſe of ſome that plead for the New Law, ſ 
utterly deny it, for this makes the Redemption and Sati}* * 
fiction of Cluiſt a very poor thing; whereas Chn Y 
died to redeem Sinners to God, Abſolutely, not Condit * 
onally; that is, ſo as to purchaſe a New Law for then * 
that upon Obedience to it, or coming up to the Terms "Ti 
| it, Men ſhould be Saved. This overthrows all the Grac FT 
ot the Goſpel, as appears by my Arguments. ow 
| You ſay whercin Pardon, Juſtification, and Salvation a 'Y 
promiſed to all Pcnitent Believers for his ſake. 
| But in anſwer to this I ask, how Men mult become tn 
Penitent Believers ? For it is certain Mankind can never 
the better tor any Conſtitution, promiſing Pardon, Cc. t 
true Penitent Believers, except they be ſuch : For any thi 
romiſed upon Condition of another, can never be attainq 
— by fulfilling the Condition. Chriſt's Goſpel promi 
Repentance and Faith, to make Men Penitent Believers, 20 
| - cording to that Account of it that I have given. But in yc 
Account of it there is nothing but Conditional Grace, i 
a Graceleſs Goſpel, and can never fave any one Soul 15 | 
Mankind, for that which does fo, muſt give Repentanc * 
and Faith. 2 I 
Again, you add theſe words, And for his Sale, i. e. Chrift 
Anſw. I know not what to underſtand; as your meani * 
by thele words, For m:y part I heartily a:knonledge that th 
Bleſſed God, the God of all Grace, does not only Pardon tr 1 
Penitent Believcrs, for Chriſt's ſale; bat he doth for Crit & 
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fake make them true Penitent Believers, gives them Faith 4 Y 
Repentance as nell as Pardon them when they have them. rs 
Do you mean by thete words, for Ei: ſake, that up 


their fultilling the Conditions of the Goſpel Law, b 
being true Penitent Believers, they are pardoned, the 
what a poor Saviour is Chriſt, and what a poor Salvatic 


or 
have Mankind by him, and what a forlorn Condition at i 


we in, ſeeing we can never Repent nor Believe, except wh* 
have theſe Bleſſuigs out of the Redeemers full Redempt 
on. And yet tho yori make no mention of any ſuch thi 
in your Account of ihe Golpel, you add, and certain ci 
. demnation is threatned, perembrorily, 10 the finally Impenite 
tor their not «b-1ing b Golpel, &c. That is, if they rej 
the Pardon promited to tine Penitent Belicvers, when 


L 


1 
Met 


— — | | 
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Stiche fame time, in your Account of the Goſpel there is no 
Chridroviſion made for their being ſo. | 
You fay it is the ſame with what is contuned in the 
the $#ptifonal Covenant. I judge it is that by which we are 
rms abled to comply with our Baptiſmal Ingagement. 
rz The words Mart 16. 15. expreſs the indiſſoluble Con- 
ection between Faith and Salvation, final Unbelief and 
jon Þ nation, but do not expreſs the Nature of the Goſpel. 
8 You go on, Thrs I call a New Lam, tho the Firſt Edition 
it vas given to Adam preſently after the Fall, 
J 1 anſwer, the Promiſe that ſummarily compriſeth the 
+; bole of Salvation, was given to Adam preſently after the 
- Fall, by which he was brought to Faith and Repentince ; 


th 5 hand . N 
Pan ut that this New Law was given to him is not in my Bible. 
niſl} “ New Law, ſay you, by way of Contradiction from 


he Old Law. I ask what became of the Old Law? Was 


* uſeleſs, and becauſe Man by his Sin loft his Power to 
e. bey it, did God loſe his Power to govern; and ſo he 


ade another Law to lower Degrees of Duty, ſuited to the 
tan F tate of Sinners, f | 

You call this a Remediant Law. 
hie 1 anſwer, the Goſpel is our only Remedy, but mt as a 
"ww, for properly ſpeaking it is none. 


ani N 2 - . N . 
2 of You ſtile it a Law of Grace indeed. "8 SIR 
: ir4 1 fay a Law of Grace indeed is a Contradiction indeed, 


ri much as demanding Debt, and remittins it, are contrary. 
"| You go on, and fay, as the only conſtituted way to free Sin- 
rs from the Carſe of the Old Law, &c. But by this, fay 
updhhou, we may come to obtain Pardon. ; : 
Anſv. That is to ſay, when we are true Penitent Belie- 
"the$*1s, tho' there be no Proviſion for our being ſo in this 
-atiof-0n{titution, as you explain it. | 
You further proceed and ſay, The Goſpel is an act of In- 
emuity, for the Benefit of every Penitent Believer. 
Anſw. The Goſpel gives an Account how Men may be 
Penitent Believers and have Indemnity too. 
You aſſert this Divine Conſtitution to be a Covenant of 
race by way of Eminency. ; 
Anſw, It ſome will aſſert Contradictions, who can hely1t? 
That it is a Covenant of Grace, 1 own, and a Bleſſed 
eſtiment to all the Heirs of Promiſe, with a reſpeck to the 
2 Redcemer 3 
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Law of Chriſt, I gave an Account of them in the Anſwe 


himſelf, in all thoſe Places where he deſignedly declare 
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Redeemer's Death: But that it is a Law, having the Na 

_ of a Law, properly ſpeaking, I dare not grant, I mu] t: 
eny. 

That all the Commands of God do immediately bind x 
ſoon as ever known, I heartily affirm: 

That Navin doth ſignify Covenant or Teſtament, Tow 
but that ever it ſignifies a Law in the New  Teſtamen 
(where the Goſpel is ſpoken of, whatever it may do in pri 
fane Authors) I utterly deny. As for thoſe words of L 
Hammond's, that you mention, I can't be of that Learne 
Man's Mind in that thing. As for the Law of Faith, th 


to the firſt Objection. | : 

As to your ſaying that I contradict expreſs Scripture 
raſhly expound, out-face plain Scripture, deny what th 
word of God affirms. 

I fay theſe things. 

T, If the Law of Faith be taken in a ſtrict proper Sen{ re 
and in ſuch a Senſe only I faid, the Goſpel was no Law : 
all (as appears by the whole contexture of my Diſcourſe} A 
then what you ſay might have ſome colour. But, 2. T 
take the Expreſſion ſo, makes the Holy Ghoſt contradi 


the Nature of the Goſpel, they being inconſiſtent with t 
Nature and Notion of a Law properly taken; yea make 
him contradict himſelf in the ſame Breath. Vid. Anſs. 
the firſ# Objection, what is ſaid of this place there. Yi: 
Argument the ſecond. Beſides that it makes him contradid ot 
all he ſays of Juſtification, in that ſame Epiſtle, both befor} ot 
and after. So that, 3. All theſe things have nothing i ot 
them but hard names, in which there is neither Logic, Di 
vinity, nor ſo much as Truth; but much that is contrary t} 
Brotherly Love. ce 
Nor might J as well have told the People from 1 Fol 3: 
3. 23. that the Goſpel hath no ſuch Command. This 
your miſtake, for I own the Goſpel hath that Command th 
and many Commands, all the Commands of the Law, I at 
explain d Sermon the Third, and Anſwer to your firſt At 
gument; yet it is not {aid that Command is the Goſpel, 
is ſaid this is his Commandment; but it is not faid th 
Commandment, or any Command 1s his Goſpel, 


'# 


S. ; 
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As to your Compaſſion to me, and my Hearers, I have 
taken a little notice of it elſewhere. 

I ſhall add here, It became me, as a Miniſter of the New 
Teſtament, to fay what I did for the honour of Free Grace, 
which has been fo diſmally obſcur'd by that Error that I 
preach d againſt. | 

Then for my Inference, that the Goſpel is no New Law, 
no Law at all, if you had inquir'd after the Firſt Sermon, 
you might have known (ſuppoſing the Truth of that which 
you may, if you pleaſe, write againſt, but I am perſwaded 
can't ſhake) it was genuinly deduced. 

Wherzas you infer indeed force thence, than for any 
thing the Goſpel ſays, the Hearers might fay they were at 


their Liberty to Repent or Believe, or not: If you would 


have had the Candor, and the Patience to have gotten the 
Sermon repeated, you might have ſeen it was not fo, by 
what I delivered under the firſt branch of the firſt Infe- 


* 1 cnce. 


Now you come to Arguments againſt what you call my 
Antinomian Tenent. | 

Anſw. I am very ſorry you call Truth fo, as I am for 
your ſaying this Principle held to, ſubverts the Goſpel and 


4 Chriſtianity, when as in truth its the only Bafis of Practi- 


cal Chriſtianity. Vid. My fourth Argument. a 
You ſay to me, Diſtinguiſh between a Divine Precept or 
Cmmand, and a Divine Lam, if you can. 
Anſw. I can diſtinguiſh between a Precept Command, 
or Law on the one hand, and Goſpel, or Promiſes on the 
other, between the Covenant of Works and Grace, as all 


our ancient ſound Divines do. 


Your firſt Argument. 
I the Goſpel our Lord preach d, contain d a Ommand, pre- 


cept, Lam, requiring every Sinner to Repent and Believe, then 


Jol i: can't be true that the Goſpel is no Law at all. But, 8c. 


1. I anſwer, If by contain d, you mean fo as to conſiſt 
therein, it is petitio principii; for Command, Precept, Law 
are the ſame thing. But 

2. If you mean by contained no more, but that the Go- 
ſpel which our Lord preached, made uſe of the Commands 
of the Law to call Men to Repent and Believe (for ſo the 
Goſpel docs for its own Ends) then 1 deny your conte- 

quence : 
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quence: For there's difference between one thing contain- 


s — with reſpect to uſing it, and being that thing 
whi 


ch it makes uſe of. You ſhould have proved that the 
Goſpel is a Command, a Precept, a Law. 
3. It's evident in Mart 1. 15. that Repent and Believe 
the Goſpel are two things, both of them matter of Duty; 
and the Goſpel that our Lord preach d, which was matter 
of Grace, was another: So that in preaching the Duties of 


Repentance and Faith he did not preach the Goſpel; bat 


the Law; for both theſe Duties belong to the Lay, as all Duty 


does, and Chriſt in preaching theſe Dutics, calling upon 
Men to do them, urging the Neceſſity of them, made uſe of 
the Law for that end: For Chriſt and his Apoſtles preach d 
the Law for Goſpel ends, as all Miniſters are to do after 
them; for Repentance and Faith do neither of them belong 
to the Goſpel conſidered as Duties, tho the Grace of Re- 
pentance and Faith are only given by the Goſpel, but as 
Duties they belong to the Law, which is the Rule and 
Meaſure of theſe as Duties, as of all Duties; nor is there 
any ſuch thing as Goſpel-Duty, as the pliraſe ſignifies that 
Duty which the Goſpel is the Rule and Meaſure of; for that's 
not the buſineſs of the Goſpel but the Law, and to uſe the 
phraſe in this Senſe, is a very great Impropriety and Sole- 
ciſm; but the proper way of ſpeaking is to call Duties, the 
Duties of the Law, for that and that only 1s the Rule 8 
Meaſure of them: tho Iown Repeating and Believing, an 

all the Duties of the Law done in ſincerity from a regene- 
rating Principle, are Goſpel-Duties, as flowing from the 
Grace of the Golpel the ſtock of it in the Heart. Vid. Anſw. 
- the ſecond Object. and the beginning of the Third Sermon on 

ark 1. 15. ; 

Now its plain in the words,that beſides theſe things,both 
of them matter of Duty, our Lord preach'd the Goſpel 
which was matter of Grace; and that his preaching Re- 
pentance, and belicving the Goſpel as Duties was another 
thing. Repent ye and Believe the Goſpel, here's Duty, for 
the words are preceptive, and then there is what he ſaid, 
the ſubſtance of it, when he preached the Goſpel in theſe 
words, Ver. 14. Feſus came into Galilee, preacbing the Goſpel 
of the Kingdom of God : And then it follows, Fer. 15. fay- 
ing, The time is fulfilled, and the Kingdom of God is at _ 

o 


to be no Mew Lam. 38 
Now this is wholly purely matter of Grace, 9. d. Here is 
Pardon and Repentance provided and ready, here is a Sa- 
viour and Salvation: So that his preaching the Goſpel was 
preaching the Grace of God, and himſelf as Free Grace's 
Saviour ; and this to bring Men to Repentance and Faith, 
or believing the Goſpel ; and therefore diſtin from them, 
believing was in order to repenting, and his preaching the 
Goſpel, 4. e. the Grace of God in order to both. 
Your ſecond Argument. 

A Precept promulgated, with a Sanction annexed, by one of 
unque ſtionable Authority, is undoubtedly a Law. 

But the Goſpel hath ſuch a Precept, with a Sanftion annex d. 
by one of moſt unqueſtionable Authority. Therefore the Goſpel - 
is a Lay. | 

Anſo. It hath four Terms, and fo is falſe ; for the Minor 
ſhould be, is a Precept with a Sanction ; and if you could 
have proved that then you had proved the Point, but becauſe 
you have not, you have proved nothing. 

You ſay the Goſpel hath ſuch a Precept, with a Sanction 
annexed, by one of moſt unqueſtionable Authority. Who 
doubts it? Ic uſes all the commands of the Law for its own 
ends, as I faid before. The Precepts and Sanction made uſe 
of by the Goſpel belong to the Law; ſo that Precepts and 
Sanction are wanting, all the Eflentials of a Law are want= 
Ing. 

Ir I have not hit your ſenſe in this 97 I do not 
underſtand it; and if this be not the ſenſe (if I underſtand 
it) I think it will be coincident with the former. 

I 5 80 el be a Law at all (if it has n ob] 

the Go e no at all (if it has no proper obligin 
Power) — can be no ſuch thing as __ Cubjeltion os 
Obedience to the Goſpel. | 

But there hath been, and may be ſuch a thing as Subjeſtion, &c. 

Therefore, &c. 

Anſw, I deny your conſcquence for this Reaſon, the Go- 
ſpel eſtabliſheth and ſets up the whole Law, tho' not as a 
Covenant of Life, yet as a Rule of Life, Row. 3. 31. It's 
Promiſes contain the Law Precepts, Heb. 8. 10. A Law 
can't contain an abſolute Promiſe, but an abſolute Promite 
may contain the Law, and ſet it up by writing it in the 
Heart: So Goſpel Obedience and Subjection is not Obedi- 
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ence and Subjection to the Goſpel as a Law; but Obedi- 
ence and Subjection to the Law as a Rule, from the Goſpel IL 
giving and placing in the Heart, the Principle from whence 
it flows : As one ſays. The Goſpel ſets up the Law-Pre- 
cepts as Rules of Sanity and Obedience, and calls for 
Conformity to them from its own Motives and Franc x 
yet upon better Promiſes, not ſuch as provoke to Obedi- Ii 
ence, by rewarding the work performed in our own 
Nrength, but ſuch as promiſe the very Obedience it ſelf. 

The Goſpel hath, 2 ſpeaking, no Precepts but thoſe 
of the Law. Hence its eaſy to anſwer the Scriptures you 
urge, which I will not particulary go over, becauſe its need- 
leſs, only I ſay the Obedience and Faith, and the Obedi- . 
ence that flows from Faith. ; 

4th Argument. , | 

If the Goſpel be no Law at all, then none can be guilty f it 
Tranſgreſſion againſt the Goſpel. f 

But Men may be guilty of Tranſgreſſion againſt, Cr. In 
Therefore, &. | 

Anſw. Tho Men can't be guilty of Tranſgreſſion againſt 
the Goſpel, becauſe it hath no commands, but what it bor- 

rows from the Law, and makes uſe of for its own ends; 
1 we may be guilty of tranſgreſſing thoſe Precepts of the 

w made uſe of by it (which are as much the Precepts of 
God, as authoritative and binding as any Precepts of the ci 
Goſpel (ſuppoſing, not granting it had Precepts of its own, 
ſo as to conſiſt therein, and enter its definition) could be: 
for the Precepts of the Law are Precepts of the Great and 
Glorious God, and the Precepts of the Goſpel, in the ſup- 
poſed ſenſe, can be no more than fo) and ſo be guilty of 
dreadful Sin, and fall under more dreadful Wrath, for re- 
jecting Goſpel Grace; for tho the Goſpel have no Curſes 
for how ſhould an abſolute Promiſe have of its own, either 
Precept or Curſe but thoſe of the Law? Yet by rejecting 
its Grace tendercd in the promiſe, of thoſe the Law, may 
be heated to a much more dreadful degree than they could 
have been without it. 

5th Argument. | 

If Chriſt as our Lord Redeemer, be 4 Lawgiver, and hath 

Laws, then the Goſpel of right, a; much as any other, ought to be 
clinon led ged — 5 77 
ut 
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edi- But Chriſt as Lord Redeemer, is a Lawgiver, and hath 
Laws. Ergo. X Fr CON 

Anſw. I deny your Minor, that the Lord Jeſus hath any 
ſpecial Laws as Redeemer or Mediator, by Obedience to 
ivhich we are ſaved; and this 15 that which our Divines deny 
againſt the Papiſts and Socitnans, and particularly Turret. 
in his Inſtitutions, Vol. 2. p. 433. Vid. Arg. 8. where I 
ave quoted the whole — 72 | | 
That he is a King, a Bleſſed one, I own, but ſuch a Law 
would make him ſuch a King as is not Pater Subditorum, 
you requiring what he knows is impoſſible. | 
eed- All the Moral Laws are his, by which he rules the World 
ind Church. Vid. Anſv. to the 1/t Object. 5 

That Chriſt hath Laws, who denies it > But you ſhould 
prove the Goſpel is his Law, as Redeemer, by Obedience 
to which he ſaves Sinners. | 

For John 5. 22. Town all Judgment, i. e. the Govern? 
nent of the Church and World is committed to him: But 
that is not the Goſpel. ; 
Heb. 5. 9. It proves no more than that all that are ſaved 
yy him, do obey him, not that they are ſaved by Obedience 
to him, but ſaved by him, and then obey him k. 
Gal. 6. 2. Signifies nothing at all in the preſent Contro- 
ts of Fyerſy, tho you ſay that Text alone would have been ſuffi- 
the cient to have proved what you are upon. | 
wn, | As to your Advice or Caution about my preaching 
be: UFree-Grace, I ſay theſe things. . 
and 2 1. Some Menare mighty jealous of the Doctrine of Free- 
u „ | : 3 i 
y of 2. Have J ever preach'd it to leſſen his Authority, or de- 
re- throne him? When you ſhow me that I have, I {hall cer- 
ſes, Itainly conclude without a bitter Repentance, that nothing 
cher büt Hell can be before me. 3 
ing 3. I never preach'd it but for Holineſs, but to bring Men 
under, and ingage Men to his bleſſed Government and 
uld JObedience to his Laws ; there being no other way in the 

whole World fo to do, Tit. 2. 10, 11, 12. tho the Law is 
to be preach'd to make Men {es their need of Chriſt's Go- 

ath vrernmefit, and put them upon getting an intereſt in his 
ole Grace. F You 


But * 1t is plain that 1 ſpeak of ſpiritual Salvation bere in this Liſe | 
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You ſay neither may we offer his precious Benefits to 
Sinners but upon his Terms, which the Goſpel, his Law of 
Grace offereth them. 

Anſw. We muſt tell Men, if they Repent, Believe, and 
Obey they ſhall be Saved, which is true as to final Salyz- 
tion; but ſtill if we do not direct Men to Grace and Chrilt, 
and the Promiſe for theſe things, they can never have them, 
and ſo will miſs of final Salvation too. | 

Conditional Grace, without the Grace to which the 


Condition is made, can ſave none; and how mult we haye 


the Condition? Therefore certainly we mult offer Chriſt and 
his glorious Benefits freely, upon no Condition at all, but 
having, receiving, accepting him and them, and we muſt 
tell Men; and to do fo, is to preach the Goſpel that Faith, 
which is the ſame with having, receiving, accepting is pro- 
vided and tendered in the Goſpel. This is preaching 2 
Chriſt commanded, and his Apoſtles practiced ; whereas 
preaching the Terms of your Law of Grace, is nothing but 
preaching a Covenant of Works. See my 2d and 6th Arg, 
Your 6th Argument. 

If the Goſpel or New Covenant, hath no Law included in it, 
then it were altogether needleſs for the Lord to promiſe, to pu 
his Law into their inward Parts, and write it in tbeir Hearts, 


er. 31. 33. with Heb. 8. 10. 


Anſn. Cujus contrarium verum eff, Becauſe the Goſpel 
or New Covenant hath the Law included in it, therefore 
its neceſſary for the Lord (if he will fave Sinners) to pro- 
miſe to put his Law, Cc. Heb. 8. 10. 

Whoever aſſirmed that the New Covenant hath no Law 
included in it? The whole Law is indeed included in it, as 
a Covenant of free Promiſe. An abſolute Promiſe may 
contain the Law as here, but a Law can't contain an abſo- 
lute Promiſe being inconſiſtent with it in the very nature 
of it. Vid. Anſw. to 34 Arg. 

Your Quotation out of Mr. Lawſon makes againſt him, 
and you too; for if writing the Law in the Heart ſignihe 
the work of the Spirit, which is called Vocation, Cc. and 
he ſays ſo, (which is very true) then the Goſpel can't be a 
Law : For if the New Corcnant promiſe and give God's 
Laws in the way that Mr. Lam ſon mentioned, by writing 
them in the Heart, in the work of Vocation, without _ 

ay 
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Man cannot Repent, Believe, Obey, and Turn to God, as 
he ſays (and I too with all 22 how are Repentance 
and Belief in Chriſt, chief Laws and Commands of the 


New Covenant (and theſe are his words) any otherways, 


than as they are given in it and by it; which ſignifies no- 
thing at all to your purpoſe, nor his neither, if he mean as 
you do (and it he does not, why do you quote him). If 
they are to your purpoſe they mult have ſuch a Senſe as this, 
i. e. They muſt be Laws, upon our obeying of which we 
muſt be intereſted in the Bleſſings of the New Covenant, 
whereas they are made Bleſlings of the New Covenant, and 
given as ſuch according to truth, Mr. Lawſon, and you, and 
therefore can't be required in order to our intereſt inthem. 

You ſay, but for any to aſſert, that Believers are under no 
Law, but that written in their Hearts; is moſt unſound and 
of dangerous Conſequence. 

Anſw. I never ſaid any thing like it, but have always 
thought, and believed, and preach'd the contrary. If the 
deſign of theſe words was to inſinuate this is my Opinion; 
I can't but think it very unjuſt. I firmly believe what we 
have in the 1 Gr. 9. 21. That we are not without Law to God, 
but under the Law to Chriſt; that tho' we are delivered from 
the Law as a Covenant of Works, yet we are under the Law 
as a Rule of Life, and its part of our Goſpel Liberty and Sal- 
vation to be ſo, therefore its called the Royal Law, a Law 
of Liberty; tho' what the Reverend (and in theſe things 
the) experienced Mr. Fepks in his found and ingenious Book 
of Juſtification ſays, p. 36, 37. be true too. 

The 7th Argument. 

If the Lord Feſus Chrift at the laſt day, will judge all Men 
that are under the Goſpel, and paſs a final irrevocable Sentence 
on every one of them, according to the Tenor of the Goſpel, then 
certainly it is 4 Lam, and hath the force of a Law 

But the Lord Feſus Chriſt at the laſt day will, &c. 

Anſw. I deny your Minor. | ; 

We ſhall be judged by Chriſt at the laſt day according to 
the Goſpel, i. e. according to the Truth declared therein, 
with reſpect to the laſt Judgment, not according to it as it 
is norma officii, a rule of Duty now, not according to it as it 
will be nerma judicii then. For the Moral Law is the rule 
of Duty now, and will be the -_ of Judgment then. Vid. 

| 2 my 
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my 5th Argument, and the Learned Biſhop Barlow of Juft 
fication, p. 159. ſee the words recited at large at the latte 
end of the Anſwer to the firſt Objection. 

John 12. 48. is nothing at all to the purpoſe, for vrhich 
you bring it; the meaning is no more than that whid 


© Chriſt had ſaid, ſhould riſe up in Judgment againſt then 


at the great day to their Condemnation. 

Whereas I hear it is reported by ſome, that I have imbi 
bed Dr. Criſp's Opinions; I do profeſs that I am not at 
acquainted with any of his Writings, nor Saltmarſhe's, ha 
ving never read them, nor any thing of them, further tha 
I have met them quoted in other Authors. 

The 8th Argument of yours. 

I it be by the Goſpel, that believing Sinners are juſtified 
then the Goſpel is a Law. . | 

But it is by, Cc. Therefore, 

Anſw. I deny your Conſequence. 

For tho Juſtification be a Forenſic Term, and the Grace 
of it be very great, yet as a judicial Act its an Act of Righ- 
teouſneſs, the Law knows nothing elſe, for it's a certain 
Truth, that we are juſtified as by the Goſpel, ſo by the 
Law, tho' in different ſenſes. ; 

We are * by the Goſpel, as it alone diſcovers to 
Sinners their juſtifying Righteouſneſs, Rom. 1. 17. For there- 
in is the Righteouſneſs of God revealed, as therein alone this 
juſtifying i diſcovered to them is exhibited or 
given, 2 Cor. 5 21. For he hath made him to be Sin for us, wht 
tnew no Sin, that we might be made the Ri 10 055 of Godin 
him; being convey'd to them by an Act of God therein, 
that is his Imputation, and received by an Act of their 
own; that is, their Faith. Vid. Mr. Ambroſe his works. 


485. 

We are juſtified by the Law, as it is the only rule of Judg- 
ment for the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt; that is, our juſtity- 
ing Righteouſneſs, i. e. his active and paſſive Obedience is 
tally commenſurate to the Law, being as broad, as long, 
as deep, as high; every way as large, wholly anſwerable 
hereunto, every manner of way: Therefore with a Reſſ 
ano the Law, it is an Act of Juſtice, tho' with Reſpect to 
25, and the Goſpel, it's an Act of rich and glorious Grace. 

As for the Scriptures you bring, to prove, that we are not 


juſtifyed 
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juſtified by the Law in any fenſe, they are nothing at all to 
neſs come by the Law, then Cbriſt is dead in vain. Gal. 3. 11» 


R = 
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or, &c. The meaning of which places is, that no Sinner is juſti- 
for by his own Works, or Obedience to the Law in the geht of 
God z not but that Sinners are juſtified by the Obedience of Chriſt 
to the Law performed for them. 

Pray you will you be pleas'd to conſider, that the prepoſitive Arti- 
cle in the Greek is here left out, as likewiſe in Nom. 3 20. Gal. 2. 16, 
21. & Gal. 5. 4. So that Juſtification by any Law is a falling from 
Grace, Chriſt is become of none effect to ſuch ; if they do indeed in 
the ſight of God act their own Principle in this matter. Think 
ſerioully of it, whether or no theſe places will not as fully and as 
* roundly conclude againſt your Law, hecauſe againft any Law, as 

i azainft the Moral Law? 
I will not indeed deny juftification by Faith, for that's the thing 
I contend for: But when you ſay there is no Juſtification but by 
8 the Goſpel the Law of Faith, the Law of Works inſiſts, Sc. you 
Jracty do not prove but petere principium, 
Righ- gth Argument | | 

ain Either ibe Goſpel is the Law of Chriſt, or be bath vo juſtifying Law 
— —— bis true bearzed Subjects that yield ſincere, tho" not finleſs 
Obedience. | h 

But Chrift hath a juſtifying Law, Cc. 

Anſw. I deny your Minor, | 

I am both amazed, and grived, at this Argument, as ſmelling 
ſtrongly of Mount Sinai in Arabia, tho' I confels it's what 1 fear'd 
all along. Is not the promiſe of Grace, and Chrift therein the 
ground, the only ground, as of the Acceptance of our Perſons, ſo of 
our ſincere impertet Obedience? Is not that the alone Warrant 
drein and Incouragement we baye,to hope for the Acceptance both of the 
their] one and the other? And is not enough, ſufficient, what need we more? 
orks Is not your making the Goſpel 3 Law, to be the war- 

rant, the Incouragement to look for the Acceptance of imperfett 

q Obedience, putting ix into the room of Grace, Chriſt and his Righ- 
Ju Fl teouſneſs, contrary to Scripture, and the Experience of them that 

now any thing of the Life of Faith? Your words are (ſpeaking of 
ice the defects of Frolineſs in the beſt Men) what other than the Evan- 
long, gelical Law, whereon ſuch can ground their hope of Acceptance of 
rablel their ſincere Obedience, with a Pardon of their ſinful Defe&s for 
if ift's ſake? V. Mr. Baxter's words, Meth. Theolog. pars. 2. cap. 2. 
2 36. p. 394. 1deo fine bæſitatione dicendum eſt, ex natura rei, fidem 


oe, || Serftitarem, © Amorem Dei ad ſalutem magis efſe neceſſaria, quam aut 
Fes in Cbriſtum, aut Chriſti ipfius ſacriſicium: Where he makes 
ify eil Pore of Holineſs than Chriſt, * 


22 ne Man is juſtified by the Law in the fight of God, is evident. 
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So that according to this Opinion of yours, there is no place for 
Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, further than thereby our own imperfeR 
Obedience juſtifies us, i. e. is the matter of our juſtifying Righte- 
onſneſs, according the Goſpel juftifying Law,and ſo is (for how elſe 
is it poſſible, according to this Doctrine) our ground, warrant, and 
incouragement to look for Acceptance; ſo that the efficacy of Chriſtꝭ 
Righteouſneſs, as to our acceptance thereby, depends upon ours, 
our Obedience; ſo that his can only be the remote Cauſe, ours the 
proximate Cauſe of the acceptance of our imperfe& Obedience and 
pardon of Defects. Is not this Chrift meriting that we may me- 
Tit? That Mr, Baxter was a Friend to the Doctrine of Merit: See 
his end of Controv. p. 293, 350 to 55 incluſive. 

See what the Good and Great Dr. Barlow, Biſhop of Lincoln ſays, 
concerning good Works being the Condition of the New Covenant, 
p. 119 — 124. | have tranſcribed his excellent words under my 
2d Argument, where read them if you have not the Book. 

All the abſurdities that you charge upon the (uppoſal of the Law 
of Nature, requiring only ſiacete Obedience, (which to what pur - It: 
poſe it is I can't tell) fall dreadfully heavy upon your New Law (itt! 
I am not miſtaken) and are enough to grind it to pouder, and mario 
they do (0, ſay I, if it be, as I think it is, ſo injurious to Goſpel Grace. 

Tho' the Law is not ſatisfied with our yielding ſincere Obedi the 
ence, yet it is with Chrift's yielding perfect. and 

As to a pardoning Law I know nothing of it; but bleſſed begMe: 
God, a little I do know of a pardoning Goſpel. thit 
I would ſeriouſly deſire you to put it to your Conſcience, whe{dan 
ther this Argument of yours, with the former, does not make good{ons 
my ch Argument. edn 

The 10th of your Arguments, pad 

Which is, I think, according to my Copy put into Form thufcore 
(for it is not in Form there) ; It 
F Chriſt bath other ſpecial Laws, befides Fundamental Chriſtianin 1 
Included in the Baptiſmal Covenant in theGoſpe1,then the Goſpel is a Lanſthe 

$0 


But, Cc. Ergo. 

Anſw. If by the Goſpel you mean the ſacred Volume of the Neſ olle 
Teftament, the Antecedent is true, he hath ſeveral ſpecial Laumin 
there, as I have owned in my Anſwer to the 2d Object. But then 7 
deny the Conſequence 3 for it will not follow that therefore the Gp. 
ſpel is a Law, but only that the Goſpel hath ſpecial Laws. Is there nin 
difference between the Goſpel having a Law, and being one? Dn 

As for the Law of Fundamental Chriftianity, included in tue 
Baptiſmal Covenant, I have ſpoken to it, and anſwered it in Mute 
ſwer to your Preface to theſe Arguments. ree | 

Argument the 11th. Yi 

Here is no Syllogiſm, but put into a ſyllogiſtical Form, it is, I; 
think, as follows, I am ſure I would not willingly either leſſen 
any ways miſrepreſent the ſenſe of it. 
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If the Goſpel be not an abſolute and unlimited declaration and promiſe, 

for But upon certain Terms it is 2 Lam, 
fea | But the Goſpel is not, Cc. Therefore. 
hte. | Anſw. I deny the Minor, and do ſay the Goſpel is an abſolute, 
elſe Iunlimited declaration and promiſe, without any Terms at all but 
and Iahat are given in the Promile to all that are Saved. wo 
iff; | 1 ſay, abſolute, depending upon no Terms, no Conditions at all in 
urs, Ius, or done by us, but what are given to, and wrought in all the 
the ect, when they are effectually called. Vid. My firſt Argument. 
and It is alſo unlimited; that is, it is not limited to ſome ſorts of Sins 
me- only, nor is it limited to ſome ſorts of Sinners only; for all ſorts 
See lof Sins are pardoned, but the Sin againſt the Holy Spirit, and 
that's becauſe the rejection of Grace is obſtinately, and to the laſt 
ays, ſperfifted in: And ſome, yea a many (tho not comparatively, yet 

fimply, and in themſelves conſidered) of all ſorts of Sinners, of both 
Sexes and all Ages, and Conditions, and Qualities are Saved. By 
what has been ſaid, it appears, I do not mean by unlimited, that. 
he Salvation of the Goſpel is univerſal, that all ſhall be Saved by 


Law 
— t: For tho' it be not bounded in the Senſes before mentioned, yet 
w (iffitis bounded by the Good-pleaſure, and Soveraign-will of the glo- 
| mayſ]rious God. Rom 9. 18. He bath Mercy on whom be will have Mer- 
zrate. Io, and whom be wil be bardeneth : And remember the O Man, in 
Wbedifithe 20th v. and do not cavil, but adore the Divine Soveraignty ; 
g and humble thy ſelf before this Soveraian Majeſty, and fly to his 
ed bel Mercy, abd ſo make ſure of thine Eternal ElcQion before time, by 
thine effectual Vocation in time; and then thou wilt be out of 
wbe danger of that abuſe of it, whereby ſome curious and carnal per- 
e go ſons are, by the Devil, thruſt either into Deſperation or Wretch- 
| edneſs of moft unclean Living: And by godly Conſideration will 
find ic full of ſweet, pleaſant, and unſpeakable Comfort, ac- 
1 thufſcording to the 17th Article of the Church of England, But as to 
that are ſaved it is abſolute and unlimited. 
liinl The Account I have given of the Goſp-1, which may be ſeen in 
4 Lanltbe firſt Sermon upon Mark 1. 15. is ſuch as is Scriptural, and ſuch 
s our bleſſed Firft Reformers gave, and our great Divines that 
e NeFollowed them, till the Year 1640. Yougs is as obſcure to me, as 
Lamine is it ſeems to you. 
then] Fob Saltmarſb's words are nothing to me, and Iabhor the things 
the GExpreſs'd in thoſe words of his you quote. You ſay, you do not 
here ofhink I am of his Mind, why then do you quote bim in this 
? [Controverſy with me, except it be to infinuate that I hold ſome 
in thÞne or more of his rotten Antinomian Opinions, whereas I am 
ure there is no one Branch of Antinomianilm,but I am as perfectly 
tee from, yea from ſo much asyerging towards it, as any man onEarth 
You ſay F. Salimarſh might have ſaid as much of the Goſpel as I do. 
it is, | 1 anſwer, 1 muſt not deſert Truth becauſe of that, there is no 


leſſen Man 
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Man ſo corrupt but he ſpeaks ſome Truth, or elſe he could ne ver 
deceive or ſeduce others: And to avoid the Antinomian extream, l 
dare not fall in with your New Law, which is another dangerous 
extream, & to me is nothing but a'Covenant of Works. 

Lou would know of me, whether 1 underftand, when I ſay che 
Goſpel is a Declaration of the Way and Method of Salvation by 
Chriſt, the Way andMethod wherein theEle& are brought toChriſt ? 

I anſwer, What elſe ſhould I mean? Is not that the Way and 
Method, and the only, wherein God ſaves Men ? I do not mean 
your New Law T'll aſſure you. 5 

Or alſo whether I include the Way and Terms wherein Salvati- 
on by Chrift is offered to Sinners in general in the Goſpel ? 

Anſ. What way is there, whatTerms are there whereinSalvation 
is offer'd in general in the Goſpel, but only that,whereby the Ele& 
are brought to Chriſt ? Did ever mortal Man, that believ'd Ele- 
Qion, make an Oppoſition or Diſtinction (it muſt be one of them) 
between the way of Salvation, wherein the Ele& are brought to 
Chrift, and the Way and Terms, wherein Salvation by Chrift is 
offered to Sinners in general in the Goſpel. | | 

What way is there, what Terms, wherein Salvation is offered in 
general in the Goſpel, but only this ? That Chrift and his Re- 
demption, with all the Bleſſings thereof, are offered to all that the 
Goſpel comes to; ſo as I have ſaid before, in anſwer to your 5th 
Argument, at the latter end of it, and in my 6th Argument. But 
as for Terms to be done by us whereby we obtain Pardon, yw 
know I have, and muft, and will, God _— deny them, 

..You fay this Declaration and Promiſe is abſolute, ot upon cer- 
fain Terms. | 

Anſwer, What if I do ſay it is a Declaration, or abſolute Pro- 
miſe, or Promiſes z for the Scripture ſpeaks ſometimes ſingularly, 
ſometimes plurally, uſing the word Covenant or Promiſe ſynonj. 
mouſly, in 7 to the Law, any Law, your New Law, and 
the Works of any Law whatſoever, in the matter of Juſtification 
and Salvation. V. 2d Sermon on Mark 1. 15. 2d Iafer. what is 
ſaid from Gal. 3. 21. as appears in the places mentioned in the 
3d branch of my iſt Argument. And I have ſome of the great-f re 
eſt and beſt Presbyterian Divines (as well as thoſe of other denomi- 
nations) to vouch for me, as particularly Mr. Anthony Burgeſs in 
his Vindicie Legis, the Lectures of which Book were preach d and 
printed at the deſire of the London Minifters, mo 1646, and ap 
proved of by them as Judicious and Elaborate, as appears by theit 
Teftimony prefix d to the Book, and they were Perſons that un. j 
derſtood ſound Proteftant Doctrine, a great deal better than ſome 
have done ſince, that have new model'd it: Where he ſays, p.252 
The Goſpel ſtrictly taken is not a Doctrine of Repentance or Holjſ 
Works, but a meer Gracious Fromiſe of Chrift to the 1 cf 
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' Heart for Sin, and doth comprehend no more than the glad Ti- 
dings of a Saviour. Afterwards in the ſame Page, he ſays, * It's 

* only aPromiſe of Chrif and his Benefits. Thus he, with many other 

of our Engliſh Ulvines, and ſee Monſieur 7urretine; a later French 
Divine, in his Inſtit. Vol. 2. p. 188, 189. The 10, 11. the latter 
which cloſes with theſe remarkable words, Unde non modo Dei gene- 
ficia cadunt ſub promiſſum ſed eriam hominis Officia, non modo finie 
ſed etiam media & Conditiones que ad eum nos ducunt. Where he 
ſhews the Covenant of Grace i; called a Promiſe, and why: In 
which two Paragraphs he expreſſes a great deal of Goſpek | 
as his way is very happily and clear. 

As to all your long Diſcourſe about the Law of Nature, I cant 
ſce to what purpoſe it is in this mattet; for I own any ſignificati- 
on of God's will concerning our Duty, any way made known (ex- 
cept in a Promiſe) is a Law, but in a conditional Promiſe, is no 
Law (fo far as I can ſte) becauſe the abſolute gives it, Can we 
have any thing ſuppoſe Pardon as a Gift in the way of pure Grace, 
freely free, abſolutely ſo, and at the ſame time have it in the way 
of Obedience to any Law enaQed, eſtabliſhed for that purpaſe? 
Are not theſe things ſuch as are plainly dd rm. 

A Conditional Promiſe notes indeed the infallible Connexion 
between the Condition, the Grace ſo called, and the thing promiſed 
thereunto; and the Condition, the thing it ſelf is the matter of a 
Law, being commanded in ſome Law of God, but is it ſelf ao 
Law, for the Reaſon that has been given; ſo that all this prolixe 
Diſcourſe doth not prove the Goſpel a Law, for it is a Promiſe 
or Declaration as before. * 12 

The bleſſed God draws Sinners to Duty firſt, by abſolute Pro- 
miles, by fulfilling them, and aftegwards more and more to Higher 
meaſures of it, perfection in it by dhe conditional. 

I do not fall ſhort, nor mince the matter. v7 4 Jack : 

I am not ſhort in the Account I give of the Goſpel, for T have 
Scripture and the greateſt Humane Authority on my tide. , | 

You add I fall ſhort, as you have prov'd before, that the Goſpel 
is not only Declaratory and Promiſſory (but by the way, I pray, 
remember you make it only Declaratory and Promiſſory of condi- 
tional Grace) but preceptive, Mark 1. 14, 15. and minatory, _ 

Anſwer, I humbly think you have not proved that it is expreſly 


Preceptive and Minatory, you have only proved it has, it contains 
Precepts and Threatnings, which I never denied, but own it hath 
them, contains them, i. e. makes uſe of them. But fill a Precept 
is a Precept, and a Promiſe is a Promiſe, a Bleſſing is a Bleſſing, and 
a Curſe is a Curſe. V, The Anſwer to your 1ſt and ad Argument, 
and alſo to the 3d Objection. 


Tho' I will not ſay by my Arguments againft the Goſpel 's being 


Law. I diſproved it; for that would not become the mo- 
Law, I haye diſproved it; t & lefty 


"6 Arguments pꝛoving the Golpel 
deſty of a Diſputant in his own Cauſe, yet this I will ſay, as tothe 
matter between you and me, ſub judice lis eſt, & others have done 

. Tou further add, you wiſh I would take into my ſerious thöt 
r whether by mincing the matter I do not ſome way or other dero; 
. gate from the Kingly Authority of Chriſt ? 7 
Anſw. 1 have not minced the mat: er neither in the Sermon, not 
ſince, for then I ſpoke what I judged to be Truth at Mouth, againk 

what I thought to be Error ; and ſince, I have indeavoured to de; 

fend it, ſo that my Fault doth not ſeem to be mincing the matter; 

but ſpeaking it freely. Ys 1 

Nor do I at all mince the matter, as to Chriſt's Kingly Office ii 
not at all derogating from the Authority of it: Are all thoſe that oui ti 

not your New Law, ſuch as derogate from Chrift's Kingly Office g 

Then all the Confeſſions of the Reſormed Churches, at Home and 

Abroad, and all our Anti-Arminian Divines, before and ſince 1640fy 

are ſuch : For tho* he be a King, yet the exerciſe beth of his Ref 
gal and Prophetic Offices, are founded in his Prieſtly; it being 

well obſery'd by ſeveral Divines, that the Aaronical High-Priefin 
bis Type, had the Urims and Thummims, the Badge of the Prophe-fly, 
tic, and the Crown the Badge of the Regal Office, to note this: Ag. 
that had he not as Prieft made Attonement for Sin, and wroughtſ,. 

out, and ſo brought in a perfett everlaſting Righteouſneſs, he hai g 

never taught as Prophet, never conquered, ruled, or defended an 
one Soul as King, | 
We muſt not make him a King in ſuch a ſenſe, as to obſcure theſe, 
Glory of his Prieſthood, as to make the Goſpel a proper Law forſſf; 
Juſtification, as you do in your Arguments 8, 9, 12. is I fear to do 
Ido remember Zech. 6. 13. and 1 hope he is precious to me as 
King, as well as Prieft, and I do think the Glory of his Kingly Off, 
fice is beſt ſecured by, and according to that Notion'of the Goſpeſſe 
that I indeavour to maintain, which I look upon as matter of 2 
eaſy demonſtration. | | 
I only add, may both his Crowns, his Prieftly and Kingly, f 
| reſt, flouriſh, and ſhine in their utmoſt Radiancy upon His Glo 
| rious Head for ever. 
| 


Ni. 
18 


The 12th Arg. which has a Preface, and is a three- headed one. 6 


In the Preface you have theſe words; Now ſurther to convinaiſftro 


i you of your Miflake. | 
1 1 Anſwer N "nc 
1. Is this like a Diſputant, the Language of ſuch an one? Theigþ,, 


words ſound to me as if they came e Catbedra. 

2, If you would have done ſo, ſhould you not have uſed ſom | 
tenderneſs towards me? But however. | 

3. I am very willing to ſce any miſtake I may be in, eſpeciallyſhat 

in Divine Things ; wherein thro* remaining Darkneſs, even Good, 
men do often miſtake, and this | am willing to do from . of 


4 7 , 
Br es 


to be no Mew Law, „ 
tothe] og, tho' he were much inferiour to i- 3.4 
— 2 — 1 o you, for Learning and Abili- · 
| that 4. I will endeavour to ſet wide open t. e Doors of my Mind z and 
c dero if you prove me miſtaken, as you ſay you will, I will give up the . 
Cauſe : But you muſt not be Judge, becauſe you are a Party: 7 
an, noe You ſay you will prove the Goſpel is a Law, diſtin and diverſe 
gang from the Law of Nature, or Moral Law. You ſuppoſe I will 
to delthe Law given Man in Innocency, was of a diverſe kind; ſo I let 
natterq that pals, ſay you, and add, muſt I not alſo yield, the Goſpel- Com- 
., Imands to Repent and Believe in Chrift, and to give up our ſelves 
nc fincerely to obey him, are oi a diverſe kind from the Law of Na- 


at un ture, or Moral Law, as it's {fill inforced on Fallen Mankind, obli- 
Office ging him to perfect Obedience? 

2 Anſw. 1. You ſhould have proved firſt the Goſpel is a Law, 
e 1640 


f which I do not ſee you have done; and then proving it diverſe 
his Refifrom the Moral Law, is very eaſy. | 

being 2. As to your Laws of diverſe Kinds, they are unintelligible to 
Priefi, me, for I know of no Law of God but one for Kind, tho' it may 
rophe. be diverſe with reſpett to ſome Circumſtances z for that Law had 
us? feveral Editions, that in Innocency, that at Sinai; that in Inno- 
roughFcency to Righteous Man, that at Sinai to Fallen Man. V. My 5th 
he half Argument, Anſw. to the Obje@, and Queſt, 13. 

ed au You proceed and ſay I prove it thus, # 

Age 1ſt, That Law which promiſes Life and Salvation to every 
we theſone, that yields ſincere Ap Obedience, is of a diverſe Kind 
aw forffrom that Law, that ſays, the Wages of every Sin is Death. 


to daf But ſuch is the Evangelical Law. b 
ne as Y 1, To the Major. The Goſpel promiſes Life to thoſe that are 
ly Otffncerely Obedient, but not as a Law; for it promiſes that Obedis - # 
Goſpeſſence too, Heb. 8. 10. with Fer. 31. 33. | 


of aff 2. I deny the Minor, which is petitio principii. 

| As to Rev. 22. 14. it is to be underftood of the Evidence of our 
ly» night, or elſe it deftroys the whole Doctrine of Salvation by Grace: 
is Gloſas to Rom. 2. 7. it is ſadly injur'd, contrary to the direct Senſe and 
Scope of the whole Context 3; for the Apoftle is there laying down 
| One. ſthe way of Salvation, according to the Law, not Goſpel z which 
n vinaftrom Cb. 1. 17. he doth not come to again till Ch. 3.21. 

Arg. 2. That Law which condemns only for final Impenitency 
nd Unbelief, is diverſe from the Law of Nature or Moral Law, 
 Theieyhich condemns for every Sin. | 

nt ſuch is the Goſpel Law, ſay you, and then add, 
d ſon} Tho! ſeveral other Reſpetis might be mentioned, I paſs them by. 
: 1. I Anſwer, The Law conderns all Impenitency and Unbelief, 
eclallſpot the Goſpel, except as before, making uſe of its Threatnings z 
| Goollhow ſhould a Declaration, a Tender, a Promiſe of Grace, condemn 


ny 10 i it ſelf, except being rejected it Gerate Condemnation ? 
3 - | 


% 
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2; L deny the Minor, which doth boldiy, petere principiam, andi 
am reſolved not to grant it, except upon a fair Scriptural Proof, La: 
Pray conſider, whether the Minor of this Argument doth notflup 
make good what is inſinuated Queſt. 16. from thoſe words, Theyynot 
bow extreamly imperfect to the end. ] to! 
A- 3. That Law that condemns peremptorily and remedileſſyſſtha 
for non-performance of its Terms, is diverſe from that Law whichſup 
finally condemns its Tranſgreſſors, but not remedileſly. be 
But ſuch is the Goſpel-Law, as before. : 
Anſw, 1 deny your Minor, where you are again at the old}pec 
Trade; for here too you do petere principium. liſh 
That Men periſh with the ſoreſt DeftruQion, with moſt dread- in t 
fully heated and inflamed Wrath, when finally Impenitent, is moſt 
certainz and that becauſe they reje& Goſpel-Grace, the only Re £ 
medy; but it's the Wrath of the Law that penally deſtroys them, 4 
becaule of their rejeQing the Remedy. Itog 
Hear Mr. Anbeny Burgeſsz * And in this ſenſe (ſpeaking of theſmy 
© Goſpel properly taken) we may ſay, the Goſpel doth not terriſy 1 
© or accule, indeed there are woful Threatnings to him that reject . ſinſi 
© eth Chrift, yea more ſevere than to him that refuſed Maſes cini 
© but this ariſeth from the Law joined in practical Uſe with theſthe 
* Goſpelz and in this ſenſe alſo, it is ſaid to be Savour of Death 5 
* unto many; this ariſeth not from the Nature of the Goſpeland 
but from the Law that is inlightned by the Goſpel, Oc. p. 25 2 har 
Theſe things have been ſpoken unto in anſwer to the 3d ObjeRionJten 
I can't but obſerve this three-headed convincing Argument (thatſſed 
was brought to ſhow me my miſtake) is all over petitio principiifiit 1 
ſtrange Logic to convince a Diſputant ! | ont 
Your 13th Argument, I 
If the Holy Word and Spirit of God, call the Goſpel « Law, as inden 
Iſa. 2. 3. Mich, 4. 2. Iſa. 42. 4. 1/6. 5 1. 4. Nom. 3. 27. Heb.7. 12 r 
f - n 8 h 


and 8. 10. it i 4 Law. a 
But the Holy Word and Spirit of God, calls the Goſpel in thoſQYou 
places named. . ot! 
Therefore it is a Law. ure 
I deny your Conſequence, becauſe tho* the Holy Spirit alwaygas, 
ſpeaks Truth, and pertinently, he doth not always. ſpeak properfſbecc 
th 91 ſometimes Metaphorically, Figuratively, and ina borroweQGuir 
enle. . I 
If he had called the Goſpel a Law, in the firſt way of ſpeakingFou! 
it had been true, that the Goſpel muſt have been a Law ; but beingture 
he doth it in the latter, there is a non Sequitur in your Argument. tors 
Beſides there has been enough ſaid to it, in Anſwer to the iſſpcri 
Objection, and in Anſwer to the latter end of your Preface td It 
"ou —— | 8 11 je $ Til 
Only a word or two to two Scriptures, not mentioned till nowÞerh 
upon this occaſion. 8 _ 25 Hi 


nd tf 1. To Heb, 8. 10. Here the Goſpel is not called a Law, or the 
roof, Lav, but the Goſpel or Covenant of Grace here promiſes to ſet 
| notup the Law in the Heart, that ſo Believers may ſincerely obey it 
Iten not for, but from Life. This proves, as I ſaid before, in Anſwer 
to your 6th Argument, That the Goſpel hath the Law in it, not 
ileſlythat it is a Law; nay becauſe as a Free Promiſe it ingages to [et 
rhichlup 22 in the Heart; therefore it is not, therefore it cant 
he A . 
2. To Heb. 7. 12. Only the laying aſide the Fewiſb Daw, as 
e old peculiar to that Church-$tate, and Common-wealth, ſo as to abo- 
liſh it, is meant; not the ſubſtituting the Goſpel for a New Law 
read-ſJin the room thereof. 0 
moſt a | 
Re · Some perſonal Reflections you have uſed in this Controverſy. 
hem, Decemb. 4. laſt, You ſaid before all the Miniſters, when we were 
together; and I think we were in number 8 or 9, I was leading 
ff theſmy Hearers to High Anti-nomianiſm. , 
arri In your Second Letter to me, which J have not a, Copy of, you 
ejeQ\infinuate as tho I held a Notion of Imputation, which led to So- 
doſes;icinianiſm 3 and withal charged me with Laſſion in the Delivery ot 
h theſthe Sermon. 5 
Jeath] Jau. 7. laſt, At Mr. Whitlock's, the young Gentleman being by, 
ofpeljand the old Gentleman in the Room; you ſaid, I might as well 
25 1 have charged the Holy Ghoft with Falſhood,as alſo with being Con- 
RionJtentious. You ſaid then ſomething of my Hearers being diſplea- 
(thatſſed; and when I ſaid, I knew nothing of it, you ſaid it were well 
ncipiiit what I aid were true. You further faid, You could not be re- 
onciled to me till —— but what it was I can't remember. 
In the Preface to your Arguments, You charge me with Confi- 
lence, unſutable to the Inſtruction and Edification of the People; 
for telling them the Goſpel is no Law, without telling them in 
hat Senſe I took the werd Goſpel ; which is a pure miftake of 
thoſYours: For in the Firſt Sermon I told them what the Goſpel was, 
dot h in Name and Thing, and backed my Explication with Scrip- 
ure: As I did in the Second Sermon tell them what the Goſpel 
lwaygvas, and how I took it; as may be ſeen in it, Would it not have 
oper become a Perſon of your Learning, Age, and Character, to have ia- 
oweQuired whether the thing was ſo, before you had charged me with it? 
In the 2d page of your Preface ( according to my y) to 
kingFour Arguments, You charge me with contradiQting expreſs Scrip- 
beingture, and that roundly and boldly, as one of thoſe raſh Expoſi- 
ent. tors, and Preachers of the Goſpel, who fear not to out - face plain 
e 1ſiÞcripture, and deny what the Word of God affirms. 
ce t In the ſame place, you ſay, your Heart akes for me, and what 
$ like to be the Effect of my Doftrine upon ſome weak (tho 
nowgerhaps well- meaning Hearers. 
1. IT Anſw. 
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Anſw. I could have wiſhed you had treated me in fuch a loving Er 
a way as might have been more evidentisi of it, See the piow | #& 
and vaſtly Learned Dr. Barlow, Biſhop of Lincoln's words, in 5. 23. © 
of his excellent Book of Juſtification, Where he ſays all milder I Ef 
Methods are to be uſed before a Perſon be treated with $e- 

' verity : And accordingly the Biſhop treats Mr. F. . to whom he 

writ his two Letters with all the Gentleneſs, Goodneſs, Candor, by 
Sweetneſs imaginablez notwithſtanding the Biſhop was vaſtly his 
Superiour in Age, Learning, Goodneſs, and Dignity in the Church I the 
of England, and had been provoked by him. For his firſt Letter} I. 
is in ſeveral things very indecently expreft, the beft excuſe of C 
which (as MrMyo obſer ves, in his Preface to the Reader) is his || 
1 Acknowledgment in his Second ; and could have puniſh- WV 

m. 

In p. 3. ibid. You have theſe words, Tour Tenent, which I take to det 
be an Anti-nomian Principle, and tending to ſubvert the Goſpel and 
Chriſtianity, if beld practically | exc 

ſw. I will only mention to you the words of a Godly, Inge- tio 
nious Epiſcopal Brother, and they are theſe, 

I ſhall not be much ſtartled to hear Anti -· nomian, which 1 to | 
© know they can throw as an hard word, at the Heads of ſome that 
© leaft deſerve it; when really the mad Rage is at another thing, 
* that ſounds like it, Anti- Arminianiſm this is meant, tho leſs na :I to 
med, becauſe the other ſounds more invidious, See Mr. Fenk: Ler 
© his Preface, p. 15. in his Book upon Tom. 10. 3. dri 

As to your Carriage the 29th of the laſt Month, before, Ithink, in: 
about twelve Minifters, what a Heat you were in, and what re- Is þ 
proachful words you gave me z I will not recite, but leave you to bil 
reflect upon them. | 

I ſhall ſay nothing of all the Perſonal Reflections you have uſed}, 7 
In this Controverſy. Only | 8 
1. I could have wiſhed you had ſhewed a Chriſtian Temper in it. pit 
2. As J told you before orally, at Mr. Whitlocks, Fan. 7. fo If 3 
now ſay again, Perſonal Reflections do not affect the Merits of 
the Cauſe,do not at all promote Truth,but diſmally wound Charity. 
3. As to the things themſelves you charge me with, I will leave 
them quietly to the Righteous Judgment of the Great Day. 


February 5. Your Loving, Faithful Brother 
1701. in the Lord | 
Foby K yther, | 

The ſenſe of theſe words in the Short Catechiſm, Queſt. 26, How 
doth Cbriſt execute the Office of 4 King. Anſw. Chrift executeth 


the Office of a King, in ſubduing us to himſelf, in ruling and de- 
fending us, and reſtraining, and conquering, all his, and our 
Ene 


duo be u Rem Ln 
ing Enemies z compared with Queſt, 23. What Offices don Cbriſt execuys 
#5 our Re ? Anſw, Chrift, as our Redeemer, executeth the 
23. || Offices of a Prophet, of a Prieft, and of a King, both in bis 
der | Eftate of Humilition and Exaltation. | 
$ | Either it is, WE ne ' 
be. 3+ That Cbriſt, as Redeemer, executes the Office of a King, 
tor | Þy making (by his Divine Authority) New Laws 3 by Obedience 
his to which we are Juſtified or Saved: Which I am ſure can't be 
rc) © their Senſe, nay was Abhorrent to them. See Conf. Ch. 11. Art, 
tter 1, 2. Cb. 14. t. 2. Ch. 16. Art. 2; Cb. 19. Art. 2, 5, 6. Great 
» off Catech. Qu. 70. What is Fuftification? Qu. 71. How is Fuſtifica« 
; his | neon an A of God's Free Grace? Qu. 72. What is Fuſtifying Faith 
iſh. Cu. 73: How doth Faith juſtify a Sinner in 1be Sight of God ? 
Short, Qu. 33. What is Juſtification ? See the werds at large un- 
te to der the 7, 4, 5, Arguments. Or, 
2. That Cbriſt, as Redeemer, executes the Office of a King, by 
exerting as Redeemer, the Kingly Acts, that they themſelves men- 
nge · tion and ſpecify ; and what are they? They are theſe 
1 Chriſt executes the Office of a King, bus ſubduing m 
CH » Ons 
1 Let us go over theſe Acts. 
bing 1 By ſubduing Sinners to himſelf: Now this ſubduing Sinners 
na: U to himſelf, is done by his Efficacious Grace in Vocation and Con- 
Fenks verſion 5 and this appears to be their Senſe by the Scriptures they 
bring to prove it, As 15. 14, 15, 16. and by the words printed 
link, in a different Letter, that ſhow the ftreſs of the Proof, Now is 
re- $5 dy this AR firſt of all, that Chrift makes Rebellious Subjects a 
u to villing Feople; and brings them into an obeying Capacity, Pſah 
110. 3. 
uſes}, 2. By Ruling them, being thus ſubdued by him; Ruling them 
by his Word and Spirit, by his Word as the Rule, and by his 
in it, {9pirit as the Ruling Principle in their Hearts. 
ſo 18 3. For the other Acts there is no difficulty at all. 


rity.} Mr. B's Anſwers to the foregoing Explication of the words of 


eavel the Aſſembly. 

Ad Primum. Q. Whether the Commands [10 Repent that out Sur 
may be blotted out, and to Believe in the Lord Feſua Chriſt, that we 
may be Saved} be not New Laws, really diſtin from tbe old ori 

41 Law of Works [ Do ibis, or obey per feſtiy and Live]? And w 
pber tbe ſenſe of the Aſſembly, be not plain, viz. That Faith and Re- 
Pentance are of ſuch neceſſuy to al Sinners, that none are to e 
emiſſion, Fuſtification, and Salvation witbous them ? Conf. Ch. 15.3. 
Itho* Repentance be not to be reſted in, as any Satisfaction for Sin, 
P ＋ f ſuch Neceſſuy to all Sinners, that none may exy 

[ 


Then in js vo conditio fine quad non? Larg. Catech 
F Q. Hows 
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Q How 5 the Grace of God manifeſted in the 2d Covenant ? Anſu- 
In that he freely offereth a Mediator, and requiring Faith as the G 
Condition to intereft them in him, Se. And both Larger and fr 
Shorter Catech. Q. bat doth God require of us, that we may eſcap:Þ mi 
bis Wrath and Curſe — (i. e. that we may be Saved)? A. He requiſfth 
reth of us * toward God, and Faith toward our Loriffl ve 
Jeſus Chrift, Ge. xv TS 
Ad ſecundum. Q. Whetber the Aſſembly, give us not 4 fuller A. N the 
count of Chriſt's Kingly Office (ar Redeemer) than you own or ta, 
#otice of bere? Large Catech. How doth Cbriſt execute the Office i or 
4 Ring? Anſw. In calling out of the World a People to himſell wa 
and giving them Officers, Laws, and Cenſures, by which ke viſiblyby 
. them, Is it not evident here, that in their Judgmeniſ not 
Chrift, as Lord Redeemer, exerts his Kingly Office and Authority Du 
in giving Officers, and Laws, to his Church? And will you faul 
that he is King only over thoſe, whom by efficacious Grace hals! 
fubdues ta himſelf; to be a willing obedient People? When youſtics 
here call Sinners (before Converſion) Rebellious Subjects; is it noſ und 
Implyed that even ſuch are Chrift's Subjects, de jure, that they ow 1 
Subjection to him as their Lord and King? | of C 
Vote, I ſent the former Explication to Mr. B. March g. 1701 Ne 
with this Meſſage, That I had endeavour'd, and would ſtill, tj 2 
keep my ſelf free from the Sin, the Town was full of, upon thiman 
unhappy Occaſion; and that the Guilt of my denying the King Ii 
- Office of Chriſt would lie ſomewhere, and I received this Anſweyena 
"Novemb. 16. 1702. e N, 2 
Neader, Confider, Mr. B. ſhould have proved, the ſenſe of theippir 
Words, that 1 diſowu to be their Senſe, and anſwered all tho! 
a places brought againſt it, or elſe what he has ſaid, is worſe tha 
- Eriflingz and of it we may ſay, Riſum reneatis —— But thus it i 70 
hen a Man is reſolved to ſay ſomething, tho' it be nothiag at . 
to the purpoſe; But I will not purſue the Advantage his urgig ſav 
this Authority has given m. | are 
I appeal to any impartial underſtanding Man, in the Worl{ '5 te 
yea a Neonomian, if qualified as now mentioned; whether nf the 
| Senſe, or Mr. B's be the Senſe of the Aﬀembly. | que 
I be ſenſe of theſe words [ In the Covenant of Grace, Faith an ence 
Repentance which are its Bleſſings, are given, and then require] 79 
as Duties] in my ſecond Argument, Wy leſſer 
1. Negatively ; Not as tho' they were not antecedently, alway N 
required by the Law, in the firſt Commandment z that this u '0lut 
not my meaning, let my own words (that you have by you, a fee! 
that I delivered at the ſame time when I ſpoke theſe) decla no 
which were theſe, All the Queſtion is about Faith and Rep5Þci! 
tance — to theſe words, 241y. But yet, Ce. V. Anſwer to the kney 
cond Object. V. The whole Anſwer, Vong 


8 


2. Al 


9 to be no Mew Law. 57 
2. Affirmatively; That they are given by the Covenant of 
the Grace as its Bleſſings, in the abſolute Promiſes; according to my 
and firſt Argument in theſe words; God making good the abſolute pro- 
ſcap:} miſes, gives all his Grace has provided, and his Son merited; and 
qui then being thus given, they are required, 7. e. in and by the Co- 
Lori venant of Grace, as the Duties thereof, of Perſons having a ſtand- 


the Law, i. e. all manner of Duties from all therein, 7it. 2. 11, 12. 

That this was my meaning, was plain, b-cauſe the Covenant of 
Grace (as differing from a Covenant of Works) is the Subje I 
was ſpeaking of; and ſo the words come in, to ſhow how Men that 


ſagyonly by the Glorious Grace of the New Covenant, that gives them 
Jas Bleſſings for this very end, that we may diſcharge them as Du- 
ties: For to me (I bleſs God) it is clear, Faith and Repentance fall 
Funder a twofold Conſideration. * 
7 ow] 1- That of Bleſſings; ſo only we have them fiom the Covenant 
pf on as the rich Bleſſings thereof, Exeb. 36. 26. Jer. 33 32; 
170i. 8. 10. . | 
7 2, That of Duties: 1. Of the Law required in the Firft Com- 


u thifnand, as before. 2. Of the Covenant of Grace, Ezek. 36. 27. 
ing] Tit.9, 11, 12. Luke 1. 74, 75- For as Was juſt now ſaid, the Co- 
n{wev<nant of Grace requires all the Duties of the Law from all there- 


n, and ſo we are brought to the performance ot them as acts ot 
Spiritual Life, Rom. 7. 4. 


Mr. B's Anſwers to the Explanation of the former words. 

15 it i 70 the 1/t, not as tho they were not amecedently, &c. 

* By Faith and Repentance you muſt underftand juſtifying and 

ſaving Faith, and Repentance unto Life. Now to (ay, that cheſe 

are Antecedently required by the Law of Nature, or Moral Law, 

Vorli is to confound Law and Goſpel : They are primarily required by 

er ff the Law or Covenant of Grace, and then ſecondarily, or conſe» 

quentially required by the former Law, as requiring our Obedi- 

th af} ence unto whatſoever God ſhall command. f 

quite To the 2d. That they are given by the Covenant of Grace, 4s its 
' Bieſſirgs in the abſolure Promiſes. : 

alwal None can claim a Right, or know they have a Right to the ab- 


iis vl ſolute Promiſes, till they come to Believe and Repent, and thus 


u. all feel the effect of the firſt ſpecial and efficacious Grace. You have 
no warrant to tell Unbelievers, that the abſolute Promiſes are 
Repibecirs, and God will make the ſame good to them, unleſs you 
knew their Election of God. But the Conditional Promiſes be- 


long to Sinners in general. As [ he that believeth ſhall be ſaved J 
| H © hereby 


E: N 4 
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ing therein. For the Covenant of Grace requires all the Duties of 


by Nature are impotent and can't do them, depraved and will 
noti (tho! by the Law always bound to them) are brought to theſe 
Duties, i. e. to the ſincere Evangelical practice of them; which is 
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© hereby we have a Conditional Right to Salvation (by this 28 
© of Grace or Deed of Gift) before we believe; and by the ſame 
« Inftcument have an actual Right, when we believe. And by 
e his requiring Faith, and propoſing ſuch Saving Benefits, with the 
* Influence of the Spirit joining with the external Means, the 
« Lord is wont to work Faith, 

To thoſe words —— as the Duties. thereof, of Perſons baving « 
fi mding therein. | | 

By Pccions that have a ſtanding in the Covenant, you mean 
ſuch to whom Faith and Repentance are given as its Bleſſings. 
Then (ſay you) being thus given, they are required in and by the 
Covenant of Grace, as Duties. Aud then will it not follow, that 
© none ſhould be condemned for not obeying the Goſpel, or for Un- 
© belief? contrary to the Doctrine of Chriſt and his Apoſtles. See 
© Foby 3.18. and Mr. Flavels Sermon upon it. In Method of Grace, 
Ferm. 32. p. 498. &c. p. 502. If the Law caſt a Man, as a Sin- 
© ner, the Goſpel may ſave him aza Believer; but if the Goſpel 
© caſt him as an Unbeliever, c. | 
. To theſe words —— Faith and Repentance fall under a twofold Con- 

deratic», 

© Tis freely granted, that Faith and Repentance are choice Gifts 

© of Grace, and rich Bleſſings, for which Sinners are to make ear- 
© neft Suit uato the God of all Graces, and in the uſe of other his 
appointed means, to wait for his Spiric to inable them to Be- 
© lieve and Repent, Yet God bath not bound himſelf by Promiſe, 
* to work theſe Graces in all, who are baund by his Command to 
Believe and Repent. I add. dis not a Goſpel-Faith and a Goſpel. 
* Repentance, that the Law doth primarily, and of it ſelf require, 
© but the Goſpel requireth theſe of all, to whom it is promulgated 
(in which reſpctt it is a Law) and that before it gives them as 
© its Bleſhags. *Tis' ſo plain, that I wonder any (ſhould deny, or 
once queſtion it: That the Goſpel requires all and every one to 
* whom it is preached, to believe, even upon the pain of Damna- 
© tion, Merk 16. 16, To ſay it is not the Goſpel, but the Law that 
* ſays Che that Gelieveth not ſhall be damned] is as much as to aſſert, 
* it is not the Goſpel, but the Law, that ſays [ be that belteveth and 
© is baptized ſhall be ſaved]. As if Baptiſm was not a Goſpel-Or- 
© dinance, and as if the Law of it ſelf had a promiſe of Salvation 
© co Faith in Chriſt; whereas the Law cf it ſelf only requires 2 
* Legal Faith; And wo to us, it our Salvation be ſuſpended upon 
© ſuch a Faith as the Law requires. 

What Anſwers are theſe ! This it is for a Young Man to ente 
the Lifts with an old Wreſtler; he may be glad he comes off with 
broken Bones, ſo that he can eicape with his Life. | 

By theſe Anſwers the Reader may make ſome conjecture what 
he may expect from him, in the Anſwers to theſe Arguments wher 
they come out, for «x ungue Leonem. 1 


e "Jv as 

dio! be no New Lal. | 
Tu put it to Mr, B's own Conſcience, how he covld with any 

colour of Truth or Juftice, faſten upon the words above explain: 


ed, the Negative Senſe; contrary to the Senſe of my words, that 
he had by him, and that he heard me deliver: As aiſo how he 


could ſay to one, that asked wherein che Difference lay between 


him and me, it lay in three Things. 1. That I denied Faith and 
Repentance to be Duties till given. 2. That I denied Chriſt, as 
Mediator, to be King. 3. That 1 held Juftification by the Moral 
Law. FV. My Anſwer to his 8th Argument. 

Is this to manage a Controverſy under the Senſe of that awful 
Account that muſt be given to the Great Judge ere long, as a 
himſelf dying Man? Is this becoming one that has Rtiled the 
Author of the Chriftian Temper ? 


15 wet = 


A Copy of à Letter writ to one that deſired SatisfaGion, 
| at the Controverſy a: Nottingham. 


Received yours, and ſhall endeavour your Satisfaction in the 
Things you-wrote of. 

As for them, that ſay the Goſpel is a New Law, this I take to be 
their Senſe 3 That Jeſus Chriſt, by bis Undertaking as Mediator, 
hath purchaſed a Covenant of Grace, or a Law of Grace, or Grant 
of Pardon and Life for Sinners, upon the Condition of their Faith, 
Repentance, and fincere Obedience, and that our performing thele 


| Conditions is that which gives us Right co all the Benefits of the 


New Covenant. 1 ſhall quote ſome of their own words. 

Says one, The matter in ſhort is this, That by Chriſt's Death a 
Law of Grace is obtained, upon which our Faith and Repentance 
is accepted to Life, or imputed for Righteouſneſs, or we made 
Righteous ſo; —— and this Righteouſneſs (that is our Faith and 


| Repentance) is called the Righteouſneſs of God, as being ordain- 


ed, and accepted of him, And again, giving the Senſe of thole 
words, He bath made bim Sin for us, who knew no Sin, &c- Alſo 
that place, By the Obedience of one ſball maity be made Righteous, and 


| that Chriſt is the end of the Law for Righteouſneſs (ſays he) what is 


the meaning of theſe Texts? — They all come to this, That, 
Chrift by his Sacrifice and Obedience, bath procured vs ſuch a, 
Freedom from the Law, that Faith without Works (i. e. Law, 
Works) may be imputed to us for Righteouſngets; Which is all 
one, as. that we may become Righteous upon performing (only) 
the Terms of the Goſpel, How is Chriſt the end of che Law e 
If I ſay by putting an end to it, I ſpeak whae is plaineft g but 


how has Chrift done that? He has done it by ſatisſying aud obey- 


ing it in our ſtead; he hath by the Merit of his Obedience, pro- 
AY H 2 cdure 


*4 


1122 . 


y 60 Arguments pꝛoving the Golpel - © 
* cured our Deliverance from the Obligation to perfect Obedience, 
as the Condition of Life ? But what is the end of the Law? The 
end of the Law is this Freedom from the Condition mentioned, 
But why is there an end of the Law? The Text faith, It is for Righ- 
zeouſneſs io him that believerh, Now what is the meaning of theſe 
words? Is it, that by believing, we make Chrift's Righteouſneſs 
ours, and thereby are juſtified ; No, it is that by believing, true 
believing (which is alſo obeying the Goſpel) we may be made Righ- 
teous, and being ſo, be accounted ſo of God, and dealt with as ſo. 

Again, from 2 Cor. 5. 20. He bath made bim Sin for us, tb knew 
no Sin, that we might, &c. This is given as the Senſe of it; that by 
ChriR's taking upon him our Sins, to become a Sacrifice * them, 
and fulfilling the Law he procured thoſe New Terms, by perfor- 
mance whereof we are accepted as Righteous 3 — And adds, this 
being ſo, I muſt not admit any ſuch interpretation of the place, 
as is framed according to gqur common Dotirice, which teaches, 
That by Faith we receive Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, that this recei- 
ving makes it ours; and that then God reckons us as having per- 
formed the Law in Chriſt, and fo juflifies us by it. 

Note, Here is Chriſt's Righteouſneſs made ours, by God's reckon- 
ing it to us for juſtification, diſclaimed. 

I know they ſay, our Faith and Repentance juſtifies us through 
the Merit of Chrift, but I can't fee what they mean by the Merit 
of Chrift, mote than that Chrift, by his meritorious Undertaking 
hath purchaſed and procared a New Law, with New Conditions 
for Juftificationz and theſe Conditions are Faith, Repentance, and 
fincere Obedience: And our performin ob * us Right to 
Eternal Life, as Adam's performing perfect Obedience would have 
given him Right to Eternal Lite, And to me it does appear (ac- þ 
cording to this Notion) that the New-Covenant is a Covenant of 
Works as well as the firft was, only the Conditions are more mild, 
for thus they lay z That as the Firft Covenant did require finlels, 

rfect, conſtant Obedience, Gal. 3. 10. ſo this Obedience per- 

ormed by innocent Adam, would have been his juſtifying Righte- þ 
ouſneſs, or the Righteouſneſs upon which the Law or Covenant fi 
would have juſtified him, or given him a Right to Life promiſed 
(which is all one with Juſtification) and this without any regard 
had to the Righteouſneſs of another, Rom. 10. 5. So the Covenant 
of Grace does require true Faith, and where there is true Faith, 
which is the Righteouſneſs this Covenant calls for on the Sinners þi 
part : This Covenant does certainly juſtify the Sinner thereupon z 
that is, give him a Right to Pardon and Life, as the Covenant of 
Works would have juftified Adan, and given him a Right to 
Lite, had he continued in the ſtate of Integrity. 

Again, they Query, Whether lanocent Adam's Obedience to the 


Law, would not have given im à Right to che Life n 
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© And whether this ſame Law of Innocency would not have main- 
he FE tained this Right? The firſt we muſt grant, or ſay the Promiſe 
d. Isires no Right to the Benefits promiſed, tho the Condition be 
ob- perfot med; which to ſay is againſt the Rule of common Equity. 
eſe [Now if it ſo be, Adam's Obedience to the Law of Innocency would 
eſs have given him Right to the Life promiſed, and alſo maintained 
"ue this bis Right; Then will not our Obedience to the Second Law, 
h- Ii e. to the Law of Grace give us Right to the Reward promiſed, 
o. and ſecure us, through Chrift, from the Puniſhment threatned ? 
ew And ſecondly, will not this Law of Grace maintain our Right ? It 
by muſt, or we muſt ſay, that the Promiſe gives no Right to the Be- 


: 


m, Reefits promiſed. I could quote much more to this pugpole, but 


or- think this may ſuffice. 
this | Now theſe Notions I cas by no means have ſatisſaction in, that 
ce,” make our own Faith, Repentance, and Obedience, that Righte- 
nes, Jouſneſs, which is the matter of our Juſtification before God. That 
cei- Faith and Repentance are abſolutely neceſſary, in all juftified Per- 
der - ſons, is freely owned, and Mr. & yther does conſtantly maintain the 
abſolute Neceſſity of them (in all the Adult) to Salvation. The 
on- Thing that is oppoſed, is the making theſe our juſtifying Righte- 
duſneſs, Keep but Works out of Juftification, and no Man can 
ugh Þpreſs the Neceſſity of them more than he does. And as for ſay- 
erit fog the Goſpel is no Law, it is not to make Obedience to the 


ing Commands of God unneceſſary; but that our Faith and Repen- 
ions Fance, Cc. is not the Righteouſneſs by which we are Juftified. 1 
and Fan't ay, that the Goſpel ſtrictly taken does conſiſt of Commands, 


ho* it hath Commands and Duties annexed to it: And all that 


t to make the Goſpel a Law and to conſiſt of Commands, | 
t of | 1. This will not make it a Remedy for Fallen Sinners, for ſuch 
an no more Repent and Believe, than they can keep the whole 
aw ;z and if the Goſpel do not provide and give theſe as its Bleſ- 
ngs, what a helpleſs Condition are Fallen Sinners in ? And how 
an they call it a Remedial Law, that does not provide a Remedy 
itable to Man's Condition ? For ſuppoſe a Perſon ſhould promiſe 
other a conſiderable Sum of Money if he will come to ſuch a 
lace to receive it; what will the poor Man be advantaged by it, 
he be ſo impotent that he can't go at all? So is the caſe with a 
Faith, Pan by Nature, as to ſpiritual things: And they tell us plainly, that 
aners ith and Repentance, Cc. are the Conditions, and not the Bene- 
pon $ fs of the Goſpel- Covenant, but for my part I can't but think 
nt of ſeſe are Bleſſings, and Goſpel-Bleſſings too; for which way can 
ht to ſpllen Singers have theſe Bleſſings, but by the way of Goſpel- 
race * | 
to the 2, Beſides I apprehend, if Faith and Repentance, Cc. be the 
* : dition of the Covenant (as they hold) ſo as that by vertue of 
our 
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re Saved by Goſpel- Grace, are brought under the Power of them, 
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our performance of theſe, we have a Right to the Bleſhngs pro, 
miſed, i. e. Pardon and Salvation- Then it is of Works and 
Debt, contrary to Nom 4. 4, 5. For if they are Covenant Conditi- . 
Obe, to the performance of which the Promiſes are made (tho the 

ings in themſelves were never ſo inconſiderable); yet the per-fſy 
rmance of the Condition makes the Benefits of due Debt, audi 
we may claim them as ſuch; and it may be Queried, whether this 
does not make them a meritingCaule ? For tho there be no propor-ſſ, 
tion between the thing that is done, and the Benefit received, yet; 

If they are proper Covenant-Conditions, the performance of theme 
feems to have Covenant-Merit: in them. As for thoſe that think, he 
the difference in this Controverſy is only in words, 1 am not offf- 
their mind, tho I believe there is ftriving about words too; and 
x there was more Chriftian Candor among us, we ſhould differ 
Teſs than we do; but the great thing (as I conceive) is, That these 
6he believes, that the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt is our only juftify b 
ing Righteouſneſs, and that not only as the meriting Cauſe of Ju. 
ſtification, but that it is that very Righteouſneſs, for the matrerſF 
of it, that we ſtand juſtified before God in; according to Nr 
Flavel's ſenſe, who ſays, © We are Juftified and Saved by the Very ( 
Righteouſneſs of Chrift, and no other but that Righteouſneſs, , 
© formally inherent in him only, and is only imputed to us, and 2A 
©as the Guilt of our Sins was by God's Imputation laid uponfſ 
© Chrift, ſo the Righteouſne(s of Chrift is by God imputed to Bepo 

lievers, by vertue of their Union with Chrift, and become}. 
thereby as truly, and fully theirs, for the Juſtification of thei 
© particular Perſons before God; as if they themſelves had in their ped 

«own Perſons fulfilled all chat the Law required, and ſuffered al, 

* that the Law Threatned: No inherent Righteouſneſs in ou 
© own Perſons is, or can be more truly our own, for this End and, 6 
© Purpoſe, than Chriſt's imputed Righteouſneſs is our own ; He heit 
© the Lord our Righteouſneſs, But the others athrm, That it is out beit 
Faith that is imputed to us for Righteouſneis; not that by belief. 
ving we make Chtiſt's Righteouſnets ours, and thereby are Juſtiſot! 
fied; this they detty (as above) but that Faith and Repentance, T4,, , 
are the matter ot out juſtifying Righteouſneſs, or that Righteouſh tn 
nels by which we ſtand juftined before God, I know they fay, fy, 
7s thro” the Merit of Chriſt, that they are made ſo; but yet it ihbme 
not-Chrift Righteouſneſs that he wrought ia bis own Perſon, 
that is imputed to us, but our own Faith, Tc, As for what fomſ Ag 
altedge, That becauſe Faith is commanded, therefore the Goſpel kee 
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bs 


7'Law ; that does not falfow at all, much leſs in their Senſe, uh neg 
are for bringing it into Juſtification, as a Work p-rformed by us 7: q 
Not as it does receive and apply the Righteouſnels of Chriſt Jeluger, 
as our only jaftifving Rightecufneſs. And truly in my thoughtſs. 
they ate on the ſafzr ſide, who defire not to be found in the 
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tts be no New Law. 


aditi· ¶ that we may walk with God here, and ſerve our Generation 88 


o the cording to his Will, and be fitted for Glory with him in the ohr; 
Per World. And this 1 know to be the Principlæ of Mr. & yther, tho 


andſi ze has paſſ:d under many Reproaches. ES b 
r this 7 am certain, by good Information, yea by my ownKnowledge;that: 
oport. be is really and highly for the Intereft of Holineſs, tho' he does 
l, Y*Frot preſs Duty for the ſame ends that ſome. others do, It is true, 
themJte * very few Sermons, wherein Grace and Chriſt are not 
think eld forth as the Cauſes of our Juſtification: So neither does he: 
ot 0 eglett to preſs Holineſs as the indiſpenſable Duty of all that are, 
3 ndfyftified, yea he lays it down as the Duty of all, but receiving; 


0 
L 
ms hrift and Qaion with him, is preſſed as neceſſary to their complye, 


, un with ie, 2 8 5 8 
ftify A wil give you ſome paſſages, by which you may judge how ill; 
f Ju. pe is dealt with, by ſome Perſons, in the repreſentation they give: 
natterſif him; I mean ſome Quotations taken out of what he has de- 
o Mryicered in his preaching. | Tm: 1 
Ver] Chriſt never came to ſave Meg in their Sins, (ſo continuing) but 


Incl rom them, As 3. 26. If you are not turned from your Iniquities 


3, alc 
upon 
to Be 
come 
thei 
1 theif-&s him as a Prophet for teaching, and as a King for Ruling g 
ed al ad hereby many deceive themſelves, they will not have Chriſt 
n ouppon a Throne #whereas Chriſt is a Prieſt upon a Throne, and he 
id anqnuſt be received as ſuch. They like him to keep off Wrath from 
He Yheir guilty Souls, but they like him not as he came by Water for 
is Oiheic Purification, as well as by Blood for their Juſtification ; they 
belie ike not his Image, and the ſtrictaeſs of his Commands z they like 
Juſt ot his Scepter, Government, and Diſcipline, and think they bear 
Ce, Cqbo much upon the Fleſh, and their Carnal delightful ſatisfactions 
bteouꝶ the World: And this is the Reaſon, why ſo many periſh in the 
ſay, L burch, and go from Ordinances to Eternal Miſery, They like 
et pmething of Chriſt's Benefits, but are for dividing Chriſt, but 
Perioi,o4 will have all of Chriſt to go together. | 
t ſomſ Again, ſpeaking of true Faith, he ſays thus, * It is working, it 
oſpel Jk-eps Works out of Juſtification; but yet for all that, it doth not 
*> unf neglect them; but in their place, makes a high Account of them: 
LDY US Tt dare not bring any Works into Juſtification, that would be to 
t JelvJderogate from Jefus Chriſt: But it dare not neglect them in 
19ughISandhificationz for there they have a place, by the Gofpel-Con- 


ou have no Faith, or that which is as bad, or worſe than none; 

Again, Many would be ſaved from Wrath, but not from the 
ower of their Sins by Chrift, they would not have Chriſt to re- 
Pew. and make them Holy. It's true, juſtifying Faith reſpects 


in che flitution 


0 


11 
own Righteouſueſs, ſo as to tely upon it for Juſtification; but do 


pro- truſt and rely alone upon Free- Grace, and Chriſts Rightevuſnels,” 
and and yet hold the abſolute neceſſity of Holineſs of Heart aud Life,» + 
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Turiſt as a Prieſt, but yet it is as true, that Faith that juſtifies re- 
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© _ *Kitution and the Covenant of Grace: And tho' Faith exclite 
Works in Juſtification, yet it is a working Faith; and that Faith 
. © that is not a working Faith is not a Saving Faith. If you fiad 
© your Faith unative, you may be ſure of it your State is nought ; 
but if it be full of Life and Activity, and makes you active in 
© the Ways and Work of God, ther your Faith is ſuch as God re- 
* quires. 1. It works Love to God and Man in the Heart. 2. All 
Good Works in the Life, as the Fruit of that Love in the Heart, 
This he inlarged upon. He alſo ſhewed it is a Holy, Pure Faith 
Which is ſaving, Jude 20, we read of Holy Faith; and it is ſo be. 
cauſe of its contrariety to all Sin, and conducing to al) Holineſs : That 
Faith which is an unholy Faith, is a falſe Faith; ſaviag Faith is 
that Divine Light, by which we ſre Divine Things. Faith ſhews 
us, as the Beauty of Holineſs, the Excellency of Chrift, the Ne. 
ceſſity of Duty and Obedience; ſo it ſhews us the Evil of Sin, how 
dreadful an Evil it is; and thus Faith prizes Chrift becauſe he de- 
livers from Sin. The more Faith, the more Hatred of Sin. Now 
if yon love Sin, and are imboldened to praftice it, certainly your 
Faith ſerves for no other purpoſe but to delude and damn you: 
The more Faith (if right) the more abhorrence of Sin, 1 Fobn 1.6, 
Again, It is a Heart-purifying thing, Aﬀs 15. 9. It purifies the 
Heart as to Juſtification, by carrying the Soul to the Blood of 
Chriſt, and ſo delivers from a condemning ſenſe of Sin. It pu- 
rifies the Heart as to Sanctification, by oppoſing and mortifying 
Sin, and ſeeking to Chriſt for mortifying Grace, and ftreagthen- 
ing the Habit of Holineſs. To ſuch all remaining Impurity is 
hateful, and imperfect Purity is uneaſy. I could produce Sheets to 
this purpoſe, but this may ſerve for a Tafte at preſent; For 1 
think there is not one Subject he preaches upon, in the courſe of 
his Miniftry , but has a great deal of matter in it, to ſecure the 
Intereft, and preſs the Neceſſity of Duty and Holineſs in its pro- 
per place. He is only for keeping Works -out of Juſtification, 
which is (ſo far as I can ſee) the ground of the Quarrel againſt 
him. And to ſay he is againſt the Kingly Office of Chritt (as 
he is falſly accuſed by ſome) is a very unchriſtian Slander, whoever 

have ſet it abroad; for I can fully prove the direct contrary. 
5 Dres 
Note, I knew nothing at all of this Letter, till ſome time afte 
It had been writ, and ſent to the Party that deſired ſatisfaction 
The ficſ time I faw it was July 13. 1702, 
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13. 3. * de Fœdere, Cap. 1. Sect. 6. De promiſſis Fede- 

ris aliquid monere cepimus, que generatim Gratiæ & Gloria 
nuncuperione includi poſſunt quemadmodum, Pſal. 84. 42.— Gratiem & 
Gloriam dat Feboua, que ita plerungz 4 Theologis Diſtinguumur, t 


Gratia 4d hanc, Gloria ad futuram Vitam referatur ; licet & bujus vite 


Gratis Glorioſa © future vitæ Gloria gratioſa fit. Alias non in- 
commode dicemus promitti Faxdere Gratiæ & Salutem i & 
omnia media ad ſalutem ducentia, Fer. xxxi. 33. Fer. xxxii. 38, 39,40. 


$8. 7. obſervanda hie eſt notabilis Differemia promiſſa federic 
Oper. & bujus fœder. grat. Utrobiqʒ eadem vita eterna promittitur, que 
non niſi una eſſe poteſt in communione © fruitione Dei conſiſtens, ſed 
longe tamen aliter promittitur hoc aliter illo federe. in fed. oper. gol: 
licebatur Dem bomini vitam ſub conditione per fectæ Obedientiæ, 
obedientiam ſe ipſum in bomine effecturum non pollicebatur. In fa dere 
grat. ita pollicerur vitam æternam, ut ſimul polliceatur dare fidem & 
Aeſipiſcemiam, & perſeverantiam in ſanctitate, ſine quibus vita obrincri 
non poteſt. Et boc quogz ſenſu dici poteſt pattum illad, cujus Mediator 
eſt leſus — præſt antius efſe — Heb. 8. 6. quatenus non ſuſpendijzur a 
Conditione incerta, ſed fundatum in ſponſione wel actuali jatisfafi.one 
Ctriſii, = ſalutem addicit credemi, neqz minus certo fidem pro- 
mittit electo. 


Sect. 8, Circa Conditiones fad. Grat. Nos cum is facimus, qui 
cenſent, accurate loquendo, fodus Gratiz Noſtri Reſpeitu, Conditiones 
proprie dias non habere. Conditio enim proprie dicta in Materia 
ſæderum eſt talis aftioq; praſtita bomiri jus dat ad premium. E- 
modi autem Conditionem in fadere Gratiæ exigi 4 nobis non poſſe, 
perſe patet. quia jus 4d vitam non fundatur neqz ſundari poteft in 
I zftione nofiray fed in ſola Fuſtitia Domini Noſtri ==, - 


Seft 12, —— Preterea quando Deus formulam fe deris Gratie pro- 
rovit, verba ad boc Nepotium pertinentia ſunt Mere pollicitationes uti 
ex Fer. 31. C Cap.32. vidimus. Unde Noſtri quoque qui poſt ſtropbas 
Socinianorum & Remonſtr. caut i ſſimè loqui didicerum, merito determi- 
ans. Evangelium flricte ſumptum pai:is promith Gratiz & Glorie 
Cenſiſtere. | 


Sekt. 18, Sed quod Palmarium eſt, ita banc fæderis Anteſſeratio- 
rem optime concipt arbicramur, Fax lus Gratiz, five Evangelium 
it:1cte fic Dictum, quod ilias fe deris formula eſt, quam in meris 
corftar promiſſis, nital proprie prajcribis ut Officiurs, nibil exigit, nibit 


Mn firma. Sed refers, nuntiat, fgnificas nobis, quid Deus in Chriſto. 
Ponies, quid facere velit. © r fit. — Et boc omniro _ 


mandas ; ne hoc quidem, Crede, Confide, ſpera in Dominum, & que 


* 8 — . 3 tet. at. 7. 
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66 Arauments moving the Goſpel, &c. 
dum eft, ſi perfectionem leg, onmnes Virtutes, omnia ſanctititis 
tis, ambitu ſuo Continents conſt aumur teri velimus, 


Se. 21. -—— Nuvic denig; de Comminationibus, ft que jint in 
boc' federe vileamus, Nrgari non poteſt, quin in Dottrina Chriſti & 
Apoſtolorum plurimæComminationes identi dem occur: ant, quæ peculiaren 
ſuum Reſpectum ad fe dus Cratiæ habent, quaq; ita propont non potu. 
i ent, fi nullum ſœ das Gratiæ exſtaret. Exempli cauſa, qui non Cre. 
diderit in Chriſlum, qui ſpreverit Conſilium Dei adverſus animan 
ſuam, qui non obediverit Evargelio, Condemnabitur. Que Comminati- 
ones diſtinguendæ videntur ab ijs, que plane legales ſunt, qualis «| 
iſia : Maledictus qui non man(erit in omnibus, &c. Tamen ft accurat: 
rem putare velimus, fedus Gratiz ſuas peculiares Comminat iones inf 
non haber, quin ilæ ad Legem rex qua omnis Maledictio eſt, refer 
Ju. | Mo 


Naxteri Methodus Theolog. par. 3. cap. 27. (In reſpon al 
ie E Np. 322. — Sicut Pontificit nulls modo Reformatos magis 
e alienarimn, auam Tranſubſtantiationis impoſſibil 
0 eommratidert; vt fidet articulum in Ecclefias obtrudendo: Ita 
Frronei quidam Procwc/tentes nulo modo Promiſ.ctos nobis irrcconcili:} 
Biles in g ie reddicierunt, quam impoſſibiliaæ H © abſurda de Ji 
butα,Oͤ qua? PD jꝗũ neem maxime neceſſar iam. veuditando. 
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